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SUPkE1VIE COURT 
OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO 
s.c. #40438-2012 
TERRI BOYD-DAVIS and BRIAN F. DAVIS 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMAN, 
an individual; 
Plaintiffs I Counter-defendants I Respondents, 
vs. 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, 
husband and wife; 
Defendants I Counterclaimants I Appellants, 
MARY PANDREA, an individual; JOHN 
PANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-50 
INCLUSIVE; 
Defendants 
and 
JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; 
Defendants I Counterclaimants. 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appealed from the District Court of the First Judicial District 
of the State of Idaho, in and/or the County of Bonner. 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
Plaintiff In Pro Se 
D. Toby McLaughlin 
Attorney for Appellant 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, 
Plaintiff-Counter Defendant-Respondent-Cross Appellant, 
And 
BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. COLEMAN, an individual, 
Plaintiffs-Counter Defendants-Respondents, 
vs. 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counter Claimants-Appellants-Cross Respondents, 
And 
MARY PANDREA, an individual; JOHN PANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-50, 
inclusive, 
Defendants, 
And 
JAMES GILBERTSON and Nellie GILBERTSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counter Claimants. 
Appealed from the District Court of the First Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for Bonner County 
HONORABLE STEVE YERBY 
District Judge 
MR D. TOBY MCLAUGHLIN 
Attorney for Appellant 
PROSE 
Attorney for Respondent 
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Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 1 of 38 
Date Code 
10/25/0212 CHJG 
4/19/2010 NCOC 
APER 
APER 
APER 
COMP 
SMIS 
4/28/2010 AMCO 
4/30/2010 AFFD 
AFFD 
NOTC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
5/3/2010 AFFD 
PROO 
PROO 
PROO 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: HUMRICH 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
DRIVER Change Assigned Judge Idaho Supreme Court 
PHILLIPS New Case Filed - Other Claims Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Filing: A - All initial civil case filings of any type not Steve Verby 
listed in categories B-H, or the other A listings 
below Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry (plaintiff) 
Receipt number: 0434832 Dated: 4/19/2010 
Amount: $88.00 (Check) For: Boyd-Davis, Terry 
(plaintiff) 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff: Boyd-Davis, Terry Appearance Pro Se Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff: Davis, Brian F Appearance Pro Se Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff: Coleman, Jean L Appearance Pro Se Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Complaint Filed - Verified Complaint to Quiet Title Steve Verby 
and for Injunctive Relief 
PHILLIPS Summons Issued Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Amended Complaint Filed - First Amended Steve Verby 
Verified Complaint to Quiet Title, for Damages for 
Timber Trespass and Common Law Trespass 
and for Injunctive Relief 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terry Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Notice of Motion and Plaintiffs Motion for Steve Verby 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 05/05/2010 03:00 Steve Verby 
PM) for Temporary Restraining Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/09/2010 09: 15 Steve Verby 
AM} for Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Affidavit of Brian F. Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Proof Of Service of Summons; Verified Complaint Steve Verby 
to Quiet Title and for Injunctive Relief; and 
Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Mary Pandrea, Set One 
OPPELT Proof Of Service of Summons and Verified Steve Verby 
Complaint to Quiet Title and for Injunctive Relief 
OPPELT Proof Of Service of Summons; Verified Complaint Steve Verby 
to Quiet Title and for Injunctive Relief; and 
Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Nellie Gilbertson, Set One 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 11: M 
Page 2 of 38 
Date Code 
5/3/2010 
5/4/2010 APER 
APER 
NOAP 
5/5/2010 CMIN 
CTLG 
DCHH 
5/7/2010 CESV 
LETT 
LETT 
5/12/2010 CONT 
NOTC 
APER 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0435580 
Dated: 5/3/2010 Amount: $79.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Defendant: Baker, Timothy Appearance D. Toby Steve Verby 
Mclaughlin 
BOWERS Defendant: Baker, Carol Appearance D. Toby Steve Verby 
Mclaughlin 
BOWERS Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Steve Verby 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: 
Mclaughlin, D. Toby (attorney for Baker, Carol) 
Receipt number: 0435701 Dated: 5/4/2010 
Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: Baker, Carol 
(defendant) and Baker, Timothy (defendant) 
OPPELT Notice Of Appearance Steve Verby 
RASOR Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 5/5/2010 
Time: 4:02 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: VAL LARSON 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 1 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion 5/05/2010: Court Log- Steve Verby 
Crtrm 1 
PHILLIPS District Court Hearing Held Steve Verby 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
OPPELT Certificate Of Service Upon Defendants Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker and Carol Baker of First Amended 
Complaint to Quiet Title, for Damages for Timber 
Trespass and Common Law Trespass and for 
Injunctive Relief 
PHILLIPS Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Letter from Toby Mclaughlin Steve Verby 
CMOORE Continued (Motion 05/20/2010 02:00 PM) for Steve Verby 
Temporary Restraining Order 
CMOORE Amended Notice of Hearing Steve Verby 
SMITH Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other Steve Verby 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Berg & 
Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0436217 Dated: 
5/12/2010 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: 
Gilbertson, James (defendant) 
PHILLIPS Notice of Appearance Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendant: Gilbertson, James Appearance D. Steve Verby 
Toby Mclaughlin 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 3 of 38 
Date Code 
5/12/2010 APER 
5/14/2010 SUBI 
5/18/2010 
ANSW 
NOTC 
APER 
5/19/2010 NOSV 
NOSV 
ANSW 
5/20/2010 
ANSW 
CTLG 
DCHH 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Defendant: Gilbertson, Nellie Appearance D. 
Toby McLaughlin 
PHILLIPS Subpoena Issued - blank 
PHILLIPS Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Workland 
& Witherspoon Receipt number: 0436491 
Dated: 5/18/2010 Amount: $58.00 (Credit card) 
For: Pandrea, Mary (defendant) 
PHILLIPS Filing: Technology Cost - CC Paid by: Workland 
& Witherspoon Receipt number: 0436491 
Dated: 5/18/2010 Amount: $3.00 (Credit card) 
For: Pandrea, Mary (defendant) 
PHILLIPS Answer and Counterclaim of Defendant Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Notice of Appearance 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendant: Pandrea, Mary Appearance James A. Steve Verby 
McPhee 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Upon Defendant Timothy Baker Steve Verby 
of Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set One 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Upon Defendant Mary Pandrea Steve Verby 
of First Amended Verified Complaint; Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction; and Supporting Affidavits 
OPPELT Defendants/Counterclaimant Gilbertson's Answer Steve Verby 
to Plaintiff's Amended First Amended Complaint, 
Affirmative Defenses and Counterclaims 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0436647 
Dated: 5/20/2010 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0436647 Dated: 
5/20/2010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0436647 
Dated: 5/20/2010 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
OPPELT Defendant Mary Pandrea's Answer to First Steve Verby 
Amended Complaint and Counterclaim 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 05/20/2010 Steve Verby 
02:00 PM: Court Log- Crtrm 1 
for Temporary Restraining Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 05/20/2010 Steve Verby 
02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: None 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 
for Temporary Restraining Order 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
5/20/2010 HRVC 
CONT 
HRSC 
CMIN 
5/25/2010 
5/26/2010 STIP 
5/27/2010 ORDR 
ORDR 
5/28/2010 NOSV 
6/3/2010 NOSV 
NOSV 
NOTC 
61712010 ANSW 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/09/2010 
09:15 AM: Hearing Vacated for Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Continued - Motion for Temporary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/20/2010 09:00 
AM) for Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Hearing 
OPPELT Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
Hearing date: 5/20/2010 
Time: 2:01 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: None 
Minutes Clerk: Cherie Moore 
Tape Number: 1 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0436839 Dated: 5/25/2010 Amount: $10.00 
(Cash) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0436839 
Dated: 5/25/2010 Amount: $2.50 (Cash) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0436839 Dated: 5/25/2010 Amount: $.16 (Cash) 
PHILLIPS faxed Stipulation and Order of Dismissal with 
Prejudice 
PHILLIPS Order Restraining Entry onto Disputed Property 
by Defendants Mary Pandrea, Nellie Gilbertson 
and James Gilbertson 
PHILLIPS Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary 
Restraining Order 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Timothy 
Baker's Response to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Admissions, Answers to Interrogatories and 
Prodcution of Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendants Gilbertson's 
Response to Plaintiffs' Request for Admissions, 
Answers to Interrogatories and Prodcution of 
Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Pandrea's 
Responses to Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions 
OPPELT Notice of Unavailability of Plaintiffs 
PHILLIPS Defendants/Counterclaimant Baker's Answer to 
Plaintiffs' Amended First Amended Complaint, 
Affirmative Defenses and Counterclaims 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 5 of 38 
Date Code 
6/7/2010 MISC 
LETT 
HRVC 
6/9/2010 ORDR 
CDIS 
6/11/2010 CERT 
6/14/2010 NOTO 
6/17/2010 
6/23/2010 NOTC 
AFFD 
HRSC 
6/24/2010 NTSD 
6/28/2010 ANSW 
ANSW 
7/7/2010 NOTC 
AFSV 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County User: HUMRICH 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
PHILLIPS Defendants/Counterclaimant Gilbertson's Steve Verby 
Amended Answer to Plaintiffs' Amended First 
Amended Complaint, Affirmative Defenses and 
Counterclaims 
PHILLIPS Letter from Terry Boyd-Davis advising no need for Steve Verby 
July 20, 2010 hearing 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 07/20/2010 Steve Verby 
09:00AM: Hearing Vacated for Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Order of Dismissal With Prejudice (re claims Steve Verby 
against Pandrea and Pandrea's counterclaims) 
(judge's signature on page 2 of Stip and Order) 
PHILLIPS Civil Disposition entered for: Pandrea, Mary, Steve Verby 
Defendant; Boyd-Davis, Terry, Plaintiff; Coleman, 
Jean L, Plaintiff; Davis, Brian F, Plaintiff. Filing 
date: 6/9/2010 
PHILLIPS Certificate Of Mailing Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Taking Deposition of Jean L Coleman - Steve Verby 
June 30, 2010 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0438244 Dated: 
6/17/2010 Amount: $3.00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Notice of Motion and Motion for Order Authorizing Steve Verby 
Publication in Liew of Personal Service on 
Out-of-State Defendant John Pandrea - July 7, 
2010 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Motion Steve Verby 
for Order Authorizing Publication in Lieu of 
Personal Service on Out of State Defendant John 
Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/07/2010 11:15 Steve Verby 
AM) for Order of Publication 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Answer to Counterclaim of Steve Verby 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Baker's 
PHILLIPS Answer to Amended Counterclaim of Steve Verby 
Defendants/Counterclaimants Gilbertson's 
PHILLIPS Notice of Intent to Take Oral Deposition of Steve Verby 
Non-Party witnesses Clifford Johnson and Joan 
Johnson - July 16, 2010 at Bonner Co. 
Courthouse 
PHILLIPS Affidavit Of Service of Deposition Subpoenas on Steve Verby 
Non-Party Witnesses Clifford Johnson and Joan 
Johnson 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 11 M 
Page 6 of 
Date Code 
7/7/2010 CMIN 
CTLG 
DCHH 
7/15/2010 
7/16/2010 NOTC 
7/22/2010 NTSD 
NTSD 
AFSV 
7/27/2010 NOTO 
8/4/2010 NOSV 
8/5/2010 LETI 
8/6/2010 RETR 
8/10/2010 REQU 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
RASOR Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 7/7/2010 
Time: 11 :24 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 1 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 07/07/2010 
11:15AM: Court Log- Crtrm 1 for Order of 
Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 0710712010 
11:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
for Order of Publication 
SMITH Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0439878 
Dated: 7/15/2010 Amount $5.00 (Check) 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
SMITH Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0439878 Dated: 
7/15/2010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
SMITH Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0439878 
Dated: 7/15/2010 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Notice of Limited Appearance - Macomber Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents - Steve Verby 
Defendant Timothy Baker's supplemental 
Response to Plaintiffs' Request for Production of 
Documents, Set One 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents - Steve Verby 
Defendant gilbertsons' Supplemental Response 
to Plaintiffs' Request for Production of 
Documents, Set One 
PHILLIPS Affidavit Of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Tucker, Brown & Vermeer LLC 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Intent to Take Oral Deposition of Steve Verby 
Defendant Nellie Gilbertson - Aug 13, 2010 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Bakers' Second Steve Verby 
Supplemental Response to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Production of Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Copy of Letter from M&M Court Reporting, Inc. to Steve Verby 
Rex A Finney 
OPPELT Request For Trial Setting Steve Verby 
SMITH Request for Transcript Estimate Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: AM 
Page 7of38 
Date Code 
8/12/2010 AFFD 
MEMO 
MOTN 
8/20/2010 LETT 
8/23/2010 NOTC 
8/24/2010 LETT 
HRSC 
SCHE 
8/25/2010 AFFD 
NOTC 
HRSC 
8/26/2010 SCHF 
9/2/2010 LETT 
9/7/2010 NOFH 
HRSC 
9/8/2010 AFFD 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Affidavit of Tim Baker in Support of 
Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
OPPELT Memorandum on Support of 
Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
OPPELT Letter Regarding Availabilty for the Next Three 
Weeks from Terry Boyd-Davis 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Notice of Service Upon Defenant timothy Baker of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Terri Boyd-Davis and Brian F. Davis' 
Responses to Defendant Bakers' Fiest Set of 
Interrogatories and Request for Production to 
Plaintiffs Davis 
OPPELT Letter Regarding Unavailable Dates for August, Steve Verby 
September and October 2010 from Joby 
Mclaughlin 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/10/2010 09:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing Steve Verby 
OPPELT Scheduling Order Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Supplemental Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Steve Verby 
Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Order Authorizing 
Publication in Lieu of Personal Service on 
Out-of-State Defendant John Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Notice of Motion and Amended Motion for Order Steve Verby 
Authorizing Publication in Lieu of Personal 
Service on Out-of-State Defendant John Pandrea 
- Sept 8, 201 O 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/08/2010 09:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for Publication 
PHILLIPS Scheduling Form - Defendants Baker and Steve Verby 
Gilbertson's Scheduling Form 
OPPELT Copy of Letter from M&M Court Reporting Steve Verby 
Service, Inc. to D. Toby Mclaughlin 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Hearing on Motion for Order Steve Verby 
Authorizing Publication in Lieu of Personal 
Service on Out of State Defendant John Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/10/2010 09:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for Order Authorizing Publication 
OPPELT Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Opposition to 
Defendants/Counterclaimant Bakers' Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 11 M 
Date Code 
9/8/2010 SCHF 
MISC 
AFFD 
AFFD 
HRVC 
9/10/2010 CMIN 
CTLG 
DCHH 
GRNT 
CTLG 
DCHH 
GRNT 
EXHB 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, eta!. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Scheduling Form - Terry Boyd-Davis 
OPPELT Opposition to Defendants/Counterclaimant 
Bakers' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction 
OPPELT Affidavit of Brian F. Davis 
OPPELT Affidavit of Deanna Barrett 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/08/2010 
09:00AM: Hearing Vacated for Publication (no 
indication that hearing was held - may have been 
typo on notice from Plaintiff) 
ANDERSON Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion For Temporary Restraining 
Order 
Hearing date: 9/10/201 O 
Time: 9:08 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Lynne Anderson 
Tape Number: CTRM 2 
Toby Mclaughlin 
Terry Boyd-Davis 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00AM: Court Log- Crtrm 2 for Order 
Authorizing Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Order Authorizing Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00AM: Motion Granted for Order Authorizing 
Publication 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/201 O 
09:00 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 2 
for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 09/10/2010 
09:00AM: Motion Granted for Temporary 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction 
(per court log, no contact between parties, no 
improvements or damage to be done to property) 
PHILLIPS Exhibit List 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 9 of 38 
Date Code 
9/15/2010 ORDR 
9/20/2010 MISC 
9/23/2010 NOFH 
HRSC 
9/24/2010 NOTL 
ORDR 
HRSC 
9/28/2010 MISC 
10/1/2010 
10/6/2010 CINF 
SMIS 
10/18/2010 
10/21/2010 NOTC 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
JACKSON Order 3 pgs 
SMITH Miscellaneous - Transcript Estimate 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing on Motion for Order to Compel 
Discovery Responses 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel 
11/17/201011:00AM) 
OPPELT Notice Of Trial (Pretrial Order Attached) 
OPPELT Order for Mediation 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Court Trial - 4 Days 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM) 
PHILLIPS letter and submission of blank Summons 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0444628 Dated: 10/1/2010 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0444628 
Dated: 10/1/2010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0444628 Dated: 10/1/2010 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
HENDRICKSO Terry Boyd will send the fee for the CD. Tracy is 
holding. and she will also be sending a summons 
to be issued for the Order of Publication dated 
9-10-2010. I do not see that she summons was 
issued. She is asking that the summons be 
returned with the CD. Jo 
PHILLIPS Summons Issued - by Publication 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0445598 Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $1.20 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0445598 Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $5. 00 
(Check) 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0445598 
Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0445598 Dated: 10/18/2010 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
MORELAND Notice of Selection of Mediator - Charles Steve Verby 
Lempesis 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 10 of 38 
Date Code 
11/2/2010 AFFD 
AFFD 
MOTN 
NOHG 
HRSC 
PROO 
11/3/2010 MOTC 
AFFD 
11/4/2010 NOTC 
CONT 
CONT 
HRSC 
HRSC 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
MORELAND Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
an Award of Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Affidavit of Brian F. Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for An 
Award of Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
An Award of Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Notice Of Hearing RE: Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave 
to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint to 
Include a Claim for an Award of Punitive 
Damages 
MORELAND Hearing Scheduled (Motion 11/17/2010 11:00 
AM) for Leave to Amend Plfs' First Amended 
Complaint 
MORELAND Proof Of Service of Notice of Hearing On 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
An Award of Punitive Damages & Supporting 
Documents 
MORELAND Plaintiffs Motion To Compel Responses to 
Plaintiffs' First Set of Requests for Admissions, 
Interrogatories, & Requests for Production to 
Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie Gilbertson 
MORELAND Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Pits' 
Motion to Compel Responses to Plfs' First Set of 
Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, & 
Requests for Production of Documents to 
Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie Gilbertson 
OPPELT Notice of Continuance of Hearing on Plaintiffs' 1) 
Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for an 
Award of Punitive Damages; and 2) Motion for 
Order to Compel Discovery Responses 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion held on 11 /17 /2010 
11:00AM: Continued for Leave to Amend Plfs' 
First Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
11/17/201011:00AM: Continued 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM) Discovery Responses 
(Plaintiffs' Motion) 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/08/2010 03:30 
PM) for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for an 
Award of Punitive Damages 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 11 M 
Date Code 
11/4/2010 NOSV 
11/23/2010 AFSV 
11/24/2010 AFFD 
NOTC 
12/1/2010 MEMO 
MEMO 
AFFD 
12/8/2010 NOTC 
MEMO 
AFFD 
AFFD 
CTLG 
DCHH 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
MORELAND Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Bakers' 
Amended Request for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories & Production of Documents, set 
one 
MORELAND Certificate of Service of Affidavit of 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Terri-Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion to 
Compel Responses to Plaintiffs' First Set of 
Requests for Admissions, Interrogatories, & 
Requests for Production of Documents to 
Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie Gilbertson 
MORELAND Amended Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support Steve Verby 
of Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' 
First Amended complaint to Include a Claim for 
an Award of Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Notice of Mediation - Charles Lempesis 1/14/11 Steve Verby 
9:30 
MORELAND Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Steve Verby 
Compel Discovery 
MORELAND Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion Steve Verby 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for An Award of 
Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Affidavit of Stephanie Allen in Support of Steve Verby 
Defendants Memorandum in Opposition to 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs 
First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for 
Punitive Damages 
MORELAND Notice Of Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment 
MORELAND Plaintiffs' Memorandum in Support of Motion for Steve Verby 
Partial Summary Judgment 
MORELAND Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
MORELAND Affidavit of Brian F. Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/2010 Steve Verby 
03:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award of 
Punitive Damages 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/201 O Steve Verby 
03:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award of 
Punitive Damages 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 12 of 38 
Date Code 
12/8/2010 GRNT 
DENY 
CTLG 
DCHH 
GRNT 
MISC 
EXHB 
CMIN 
HRSC 
AFFD 
12/14/2010 ORDR 
ORDR 
CINF 
NOTO 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/2010 
03:30 PM: Motion Granted (in part) 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award of 
Punitive Damages 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 12/08/2010 
03:30 PM: Motion Denied (in part) 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended 
Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award of 
Punitive Damages 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
Discovery Responses (Plaintiffs' Motion) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
Discovery Responses (Plaintiffs' Motion) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on Steve Verby 
12/08/2010 03:30 PM: Motion Granted 
Discovery Responses (Plaintiffs' Motion) 
PHILLIPS Terri Boyd-Davis to submit order Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Exhibit List (Plaintiff's) Steve Verby 
SECK Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motions 
Hearing date: 12/8/2010 
Time: 3:31 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 
Tape Number: city hall 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled {Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment 01/05/2011 03:30 PM) Plfs Motn 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Jean L Coleman in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
MORELAND Order Granting Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Steve Verby 
Responses to Plaintiffs' First Set of Requests for 
Admissions, Interrogatories, & Requests for 
Production to Defendants Timothy Baker & Nellie 
Gilbertson 
MORELAND Order Granting Plaintiffs Leave to Amend Their Steve Verby 
First Amended Complaint to Include Claims for 
Relief of Punitive Damages Against Defendants 
Timothy & Carol Baker 
MORELAND Clerk Information - Copies & Envelopes for above Steve Verby 
2 orders have not been provided. She has been 
told many times. 
MORELAND Notice of Deposition of Terri Boyd-Davis - Steve Verby 
02/10/2011 9:00 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 11 M 
Date Code 
12/14/2010 NOTO 
12/22/2010 AFFD 
AFFD 
AFFD 
MEMO 
MOTN 
NOFH 
NOSV 
HRSC 
12/23/2010 MISC 
12/28/2010 NOTC 
12/29/2010 MISC 
REPL 
AFFD 
12/30/2010 NOFH 
CONT 
HRSC 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
MORELAND Notice of Deposition of Brian Davis 2/10/11 1 :00 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Opposition to 
Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Dori Tucker in Support of Defnendats' 
Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Ronald Self in Support of Defendants 
memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Prtial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Motion to Strike Affidavits Filed in Support of 
Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion to Strike Affidavits 
in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary 
Judgment - Jan 5, 2011 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Gilbertson's 
Third Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs' 
Request for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories and Production of Documents, Set 
One 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled {Motion 01/05/2011 02:30 
PM) to Strike Affidavits 
KELSO Miscellaneous-Berg &Laughlin request for 
transcript for Plaintiffs hearing on Motion for 
Order to Compel Discovery Responses and 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs 
First Amended Complaint for an Award of 
Punitive Damages held on Dec. 8, 2010. 
OPPELT Notice of Compliance with Pretrial Order Re 
Plaintiffs' Expert Witness Disclosure 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendants' Motion to 
Strike Affidavits Filed in Support of Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs' Reply to Defendants' Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Cheryl Piehl in Support of Plaintiffs' 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment' 
OPPELT Amended Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 03:30 PM: 
Continued Plf s Motn 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment 01/05/2011 02:30 PM) Plfs Motn 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 ,AM 
Page 14 of 38 
Date Code 
12/30/2010 NOSV 
1/3/2011 MOTN 
NOFH 
HRSC 
MOTN 
AFFD 
1/4/2011 AFFD 
NOTC 
1/5/2011 CTLG 
DCHH 
DENY 
CTLG 
DCHH 
DENY 
CTLG 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, eta!. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Bakers' Third 
Supplemental Resonses to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Answers to Interrogatories and Production of 
Documents, Set One 
OPPELT Defendants Baker and Gilbertson's Motion to 
Shorten Time 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing Re: Motion for Protective 
Order 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/05/2011 02:30 
PM) for Protective Order 
OPPELT Defendant's Motion for Protective Order 
OPPELT Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Support of 
Defendants' Motion for Protective Order 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Amended Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Support Steve Verby 
of Defendants' Motion for Protective Order 
PHILLIPS Notice of Medical Condition of Defendant James Steve Verby 
Gilbertson 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 02:30 PM: Court 
Log- City Hall Plfs Motn 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 02:30 PM: District 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
Plfs Motn 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion for Partial Summary Steve Verby 
Judgment held on 01/05/2011 02:30 PM: Motion 
Denied Plf s Motn 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
to Strike Affidavits 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
to Strike Affidavits 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: Motion Denied to Strike Affidavits 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 Steve Verby 
02:30 PM: Court Log- City Hall 
for Protective Order 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 .&\~fl. 
Page 15 of 38 
Date Code 
1/5/2011 DCHH 
1/6/2011 CMIN 
CINF 
1/7/2011 LETI 
1/11/2011 HRSC 
1/12/2011 MISC 
1/19/2011 AFFD 
AFSV 
NOSV 
1/21/2011 AMCO 
MISC 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 01/05/2011 
02:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Protective Order 
RASOR Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment/ motn 
Hearing date: 1/5/2011 
Time: 2:42 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: City Hall 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0449721 
Dated: 1/6/2011 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0449721 Dated: 
1/6/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0449721 
Dated: 1/6/2011 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Clerk Information - no indication who is to submit 
order from 1 /05/11 hearing 
OPPELT Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Verby 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/23/2011 01 :30 
PM) for Protective Order 
OPPELT Amended Notice Of Hearing 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0449984 Dated: 1/11/2011 Amount: $.87 (Cash) 
PHILLIPS ********************BEGIN FILE NO. 
5**************** 
OPPELT Affidavit of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum 
Richard Del Carlo 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
OPPELT Affidavit Of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Rob Stratton 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Upon Defendant Timothy Baker Steve Verby 
of Plaintiffs Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set Two 
OPPELT Second Amended Complaint to Quiet Title, for Steve Verby 
Damages for Timber Trespass and Common Law 
Trespass, for Injunctive Relief, Including Claim for 
Punitive Damages 
OPPELT Acknowledgement Pursuant to Rule 16(k)(7) Steve Verby 
IRCP Regarding Case Status/Mediation 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 16 of 38 
Date Code 
1/25/2011 AFFD 
MOTN 
NOFH 
HRSC 
1/26/2011 WITN 
1/27/2011 LETT 
1/28/2011 OBJC 
MOTN 
MOTN 
HRSC 
HRSC 
HRSC 
MEMO 
2/3/2011 
2/4/2011 AFFD 
2/8/2011 MISC 
AFFD 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CY-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of 
Plaintiffs Motion for Leave of Court to File 
Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Plaintiffs' Motion and Brief for Leave of Court to 
File Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave 
of Court to File Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09:15 
AM) for Leave of Court to File Amended 
Complaint 
MORELAND Defendants' Expert Witness Disclosure 
OPPELT Copy of a Letter from M&M Court Reporting 
Service, Inc. to Arthur B. Macomber 
OPPELT Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Motion for a 
Third Amended Complaint 
OPPELT Motion to Shorten Time 
OPPELT Motion to Strike and Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction; Notice of Hearing 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09: 15 
AM) to Strike Pleadings 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09: 15 
AM) for a Protective Order 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 02/09/2011 09:15 
AM) to Shorten Time 
OPPELT Memorandum Supporting Motion to Strike and 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Yerby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0451090 Dated: 
2/3/2011 Amount: $7.00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin in Support of Steve Yerby 
Defendant's Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Steve Yerby 
Defendants' Motion to Strike and Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boy-Davis in Support of Plaintiff Steve Yerby 
Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Defendatns' 
Motion to Strike and Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction and in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to 
Amend Complaint 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
2/9/2011 CMIN 
CTLG 
DCHH 
GRNT 
CTLG 
DCHH 
GRNT 
CTLG 
CONT 
CTLG 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
ANDERSON Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion To Strike, Amend 
Complaint, 
Hearing date: 2/9/2011 
Time: 9: 19 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Lynne Anderson 
Tape Number: CTRM 4 
Toby Mclaughlin 
Stephen Snedden 
Terry Boyd-Davis 
Brian Davis 
Jean Coleman 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 
for Leave of Court to File Amended Complaint 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Leave of Court to File Amended Complaint 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Motion Granted for Leave of Court to 
File Amended Complaint 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Court Log-Crtrm 4 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Less than 100 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Motion Granted to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Court Log-Crtrm 4 for a Protective 
Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Continued for a Protective Order (to 
be heard 2/23/11) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 to Strike 
Pleadings 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 A~fl. 
Page 18 of 38 
Date Code 
2/9/2011 DCHH 
MISC 
MISC 
2/11/2011 
ORDR 
MISC 
MISC 
NOTC 
2/14/2011 ORDR 
MISC 
2/15/2011 MISC 
AFFD 
LETI 
CINF 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/09/2011 
09:15 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
to Strike Pleadings 
PHILLIPS Plaintiffs given 48 hrs to sign pleadings; if not, 
Judge will Strike pleadings 
PHILLIPS Snedden to submit order 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0451685 Dated: 2/11/2011 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0451685 Dated: 
2/11/2011 Amount $1.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0451685 Dated: 2/11/2011 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Order for Signatures and Denying Preliminary 
Injunction 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to 
Richard Del Carlo re transcript 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to 
Robert Lynn Stratton re transcript 
PHILLIPS Notice of Service of Plaintiffs' Expert Witness 
Disclosure With Signatures of All Plaintiffs 
PHILLIPS Order Granting Plaintiffs' Leave to Amend Their 
Second Amended Complaint to Include a Claim of 
Adverse Possession Under Written Claim of Title 
OPPELT ******************Begin File 6 *********************** 
OPPELT Plaintiff Terry Boyd-Davis' Opposition to 
Defendants' Motion for Protective Order 
OPPELT Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis' in Support of 
Plaintiffs Opposition to Defendants' Motion for 
Protective Order 
BOWERS Filing: 11 - Initial Appearance by persons other 
than the plaintiff or petitioner Paid by: Mary 
Pandrea Receipt number: 0451891 Dated: 
2/15/2011 Amount: $58.00 (Check) For: 
Pandrea, John (defendant) 
OPPELT Letter from John Pandrea 
OPPELT Copy of the Letter from John Pandrea Sent to all 
Parties per Sylvia/Law Clerk 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 19 of 38 
Date Code 
2/16/2011 
2/22/2011 NOTO 
NOTO 
MISC 
MOTC 
MOTN 
AFFD 
MISC 
NOFH 
HRSC 
NSDR 
NOSV 
NOSV 
NOSV 
NOSV 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0451966 Dated: 2/16/2011 Amount: $15.00 
(Check) 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 0451966 
Dated: 2/16/2011 Amount: $3.75 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Terri Boyd-Davis Receipt number: 
0451966 Dated: 2/16/2011 Amount: $.24 
(Check) 
OPPELT Notice Of Deposition of Carol Baker Steve Verby 
OPPELT Notice Of Deposition of Timothy Baker Steve Verby 
OPPELT Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Request to Set Final Steve Verby 
Pre-Trial Conference 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff's Motion To Compel Responses to Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories, and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set Two 
PHILLIPS Motion to Shorten Time Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Steve Verby 
Plaintiff's Motion to Compel 
PHILLIPS received (Proposed) Order Granting Plaintiff's Steve Verby 
Motion to Compel Responses to Plaintiffs' 
Requests for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories and Production of Documents to 
Defendant Timothy Baker, Set Two 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing Re: Plaintiff's Motion to Steve Verby 
Shorten Time and Motion to Compel Discovery 
Responses - Feb 23, 2011 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Compel Steve Verby 
02/23/2011 01 :30 PM) and to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Responses - Steve Verby 
Notice of Service Upon Defendant Timothy Baker 
of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Supplemental 
Responses to Defendant Bakers' First Set of 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production to 
Plaintiffs Davis 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Nellie Gilbertson 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker's Responses to Plaintiffs' Request for 
Admissions, Answers to Interrogatories and 
Production of Documents, Set Two 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Mary Pandrea 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum Steve Verby 
to Dan Hunt 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
2/22/2011 NOSV 
NOSV 
2/23/2011 CMIN 
CTLG 
DCHH 
GRNT 
CTLG 
DCHH 
GRNT 
AFSV 
AFSV 
AFSV 
NOTC 
AMCO 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum 
to David Evans 
OPPELT Notice Of Service RE: Subpoena Duces Tecum 
to Tim Kastning 
SECK Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Motion for Protective Order/Motion 
Hearing date: 2/23/2011 
Time: 1 :29 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 
Tape Number: crtm 4 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/23/2011 
01:30 PM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 for Protective 
Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/23/2011 
01:30 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Protective Order 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 02/23/2011 
01:30 PM: Motion Granted for Protective Order 
{exceptions noted on record) 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
02/23/2011 01 :30 PM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 and 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
02/23/2011 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
and to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion to Compel held on Steve Verby 
02/23/2011 01 :30 PM: Motion Granted and to 
Shorten Time 
OPPELT Affidavit Of Service of Supoenas on Non-Party Steve Verby 
Witness on Glahe & Associates Professional 
Land Surveyors 
OPPELT Affidavit Of Service of Supoenas on Non-Party Steve Verby 
Witness Stephen Smith 
OPPELT Affidavit Of Service Steve Verby 
OPPELT Notice of Intent to Take Default of Defendant Steve Verby 
John Pandrea 
OPPELT Third Amended Complaint to Quiet Title, for Steve Verby 
Damages for Timber Trespass and Common Law 
Trespass, for Injunctive Relief, Including Claim for 
Punitive Damages 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 21 of 38 
Date Code 
2/28/2011 
3/1/2011 MISC 
MISC 
3/2/2011 
ANSW 
CESV 
ANSW 
MISC 
3/4/2011 NOTC 
3/7/2011 STIP 
NOTO 
NOTO 
3/9/2011 ORDR 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0452528 Dated: 
2/28/2011 Amount: $25.00 (Check) 
OPPELT First Amended Defendants' Expert Witness Steve Verby 
Disclosure 
OPPELT *********************BEGIN Fl LE Steve Verby 
7********************** 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0452677 Dated: 3/2/2011 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0452677 Dated: 
3/2/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0452677 Dated: 3/2/2011 Amount $.08 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0452678 Dated: 
3/2/2011 Amount: $9.00 (Check) 
OPPELT Defendant John Pandrea's Answer to Plaintiff's Steve Verby 
Notice of Intent to Take Default of Defendant Jon 
Pandrea, Defendant John Pandrea's Motion for 
Dismissal of all Charges Brought by Plaintiffs 
Against Defendant John Pandrea , and Defendant 
John Pandrea's Objection to Plaintiff's 
Unauthorized Practice of Law 
OPPELT Certificate Of Service Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendants/Counterclaimant Baker's Answer to Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint, Affirmative 
Defenses and Counterclaims 
PHILLIPS Certificate of Service Re: First Amended Steve Verby 
Defendants' Expert Witness Disclosure 
OPPELT Notice to Counsel Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Stipulation and Order of dismissal with Prejudice Steve Verby 
Re: Claims by and Against Gilbertsons 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Taking Deposition of Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker 
PHILLIPS Amended Notice Of Taking Deposition of Carol Steve Verby 
Baker 
PHILLIPS Order of Dismissal With Prejudice - (re Claims by Steve Verby 
and Against Gilbertsons - on Page 2 of 
Stipulation) 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 22of38 
Date Code 
3/9/2011 CDIS 
3/10/2011 AFSV 
3/11/2011 NOTC 
3/14/2011 PLAE 
WITN 
APDF 
AFFD 
DEFE 
WITN 
3/15/2011 WAVE 
WAVE 
MISC 
3/16/2011 WAVE 
3/17/2011 NOSV 
3/18/2011 EXHB 
3/21/2011 MISC 
BREF 
PLAE 
MOTN 
AFFD 
BREF 
3/23/2011 MISC 
MISC 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Civil Disposition entered for: Gilbertson, James, 
Defendant; Gilbertson, Nellie, Defendant; 
Boyd-Davis, Terry, Plaintiff; Coleman, Jean L, 
Plaintiff; Davis, Brian F, Plaintiff. Filing date: 
3/9/2011 
PHILLIPS Affidavit Of Service of Trial Subpoena 
PHILLIPS Notice of Cancellation of Depositions of 
Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker 
PHILLIPS Plainitiff Exhibit List 
PHILLIPS Witness List - Plaintiffs 
PHILLIPS Application For Entry of Default of Defendant 
John Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Application for Entry of Default of Defendant John 
Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Defendant(s) Exhibit List Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendant's Witness List Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Waiver and Acceptance of Service (re: Nellie Steve Verby 
Gilbertson) (not notarized) 
PHILLIPS Waiver and Acceptance of Service (re David Steve Verby 
Evans) 
PHILLIPS received Defendants exhibits A thru Ill Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Waiver and Acceptance of Service (of trial Steve Verby 
subpoena - Alliance Title and Escrow) 
OPPELT Notice Of Service Re: Defendant Timothy Steve Verby 
Baker's Third Supplemental Responses to 
Plaintiffs' Request for Admissions, Answers to 
Interrogatories and Production of Documents 
OPPELT Defendants' First Amended Exhibit List Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd Davis' Proposed Findings of Steve Verby 
Fact and Conclusions of Law 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Trial Brief Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plainitiff Amended Exhibit List Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Motion in Limine Re Steve Verby 
Exclusion of Testimony of Defendants' 
Designated Expert Witnesses 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd Davis in Support of Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd Davis' Motion in Limine Re Exclusion 
of Testimony of Defendants' Designated Expert 
Witnesses 
PHILLIPS Trial Brief (Mclaughlin) Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Defendant Bakers Opposition to Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Application for Entry of Default of Defendant John 
Pandrea 
PHILLIPS Defendant Bakers' Proposed Findings of fact and Steve Verby 
Conclusions of Law 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
3/24/2011 MOTN 
MOTN 
AFFD 
NOFH 
HRSC 
HRSC 
AFFD 
RSPN 
NTSD 
MISC 
3/25/2011 AFFD 
3/28/2011 EXHB 
MISC 
MISC 
DCHH 
GRNT 
CTLG 
CTST 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Motion to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis Motion for Sanctions 
Against Defendant Timothy Baker for Failure to 
Comply With Discovery Order 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Terri Boyd- Davis in Support of Her 
Motion for Sanctions Against Defendant Timothy 
Baker for Failure to Comply with Discovery Order 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing on Plaintiff Terri Boyd- Davis' 
Motion for Sanctions Against Defendant Timothy 
Baker for Failure to Comply With Discovery 
Order, and Motion to Shorten Time - March 28, 
2011 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/28/2011 09:00 
AM) to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/28/2011 09:00 
AM) for Sanctions 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin Supporting 
Defendants' Response to Plaintiffs' Motion in 
Li mine 
PHILLIPS Defendant's Response to Plaintiff's Motion in 
Li mine 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Service Of Discovery Documents -
Defendant Baker's Amended Response to 
Plaintiffs' Request for Admission, Answers to 
Interrogatories and Production of Documents, Set 
Two 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
OPPELT ********************Begin File 8*********************** Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Affidavit of Service (of trial subpoena) Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff's Second Amended Exhibit List Steve Verby 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to Steve Verby 
Mclaughlin with attached errata sheets 
PHILLIPS copy of letter from M & M Court Reporting to Terri Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis re Gilbertson deposition 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: over 500 
to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00AM: Motion Granted to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Court Trial - 4 Days held on Steve Verby 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 Day 1 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Court Trial - 4 Days held on Steve Verby 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM: Court Trial Started Day 1 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
3/28/2011 DCHH 
DCHH 
CTLG 
DCHH 
3/29/2011 CTLG 
3/31/2011 CMIN 
CMIN 
CMIN 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: HUMRICH 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS 
PHILLIPS 
PHILLIPS 
PHILLIPS 
PHILLIPS 
AYERLE 
AYERLE 
AYERLE 
Judge 
Hearing result for Court Trial - 4 Days held on Steve Verby 
03/28/2011 09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Day 1 over 100 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/29/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Day 2 over 100 
Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 for Sanctions 
Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00 AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: over 100 
for Sanctions 
Hearing result for Court Trial held on 03/29/2011 Steve Verby 
09:00 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 Day 2 
Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Court Trial - Day 1 
Hearing date: 3/28/2011 
Time: 9:31 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Plaintiffs Pro se 
Toby Mclaughlin for Def 
Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Court Trial - Day 2 
Hearing date: 3/29/2011 
Time: 9:02 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Plaintiffs Pro Se 
Toby Mclaughlin for Defendants Baker 
Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Court Trial Day 3 
Hearing date: 3/30/2011 
Time: 9:04 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Plaintiffs Pro se 
Toby Mclaughlin 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
4/1/2011 CMIN 
4/4/2011 HRSC 
4/5/2011 HRVC 
4/6/2011 HRSC 
4/7/2011 
4/11/2011 MISC 
4/14/2011 
4/25/2011 CONT 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
AYERLE Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Court Trial - Day 4 
Hearing date: 3/31/2011 
Time: 9:03 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Terri Boyd Davis 
Brian Davis 
Jean Coleman 
Toby Mclaughlin for Defendants Baker 
CMOORE Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled 
04/06/2011 03:00 PM) Announce Decision 
CMOORE Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
04/06/2011 03:00 PM: Hearing Vacated 
Announce Decision 
CMOORE Hearing Rescheduled (Hearing Scheduled 
04/08/2011 02:00 PM) Announce Decision 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0454778 
Dated: 4/7/2011 Amount: $20.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0454778 Dated: 
4/7/2011 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0454778 
Dated: 4/7/2011 Amount: $.33 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Augmentation of Brief 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Terry L. Davis Receipt number: 0455131 
Dated: 4/14/2011 Amount: $20.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Terry L. Davis Receipt number: 0455131 Dated: 
4/14/2011 Amount: $5.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Terry L. Davis Receipt number: 0455131 
Dated: 4/14/2011 Amount: $.32 (Cash) 
CMOORE Continued (Hearing Scheduled 04/28/2011 
02:00 PM) Announce Decision 
CMOORE Notice of Hearing 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 26 of 38 
Date Code 
4/28/2011 CMIN 
CTLG 
CTLG 
DCHH 
DPHR 
ORDR 
CDIS 
STAT 
5/2/2011 MISC 
5/4/2011 
5/6/2011 LETT 
ORDR 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
AYERLE Court Minutes 
Hearing type: Announce Decision 
Hearing date: 4/28/2011 
Time: 2:01 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 3 
Plaintiffs Pro Se 
Toby Mclaughlin for Defense 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 03/28/2011 
09:00AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 to Shorten Time 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
04/28/2011 02:00 PM: Court Log- Announce 
Decision 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
Steve Yerby 
04/28/2011 02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Announce Decision 1100 pages 
total for trial and decision 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled held on Steve Yerby 
04/28/2011 02:00 PM: Disposition With Hearing 
Announce Decision 
PHILLIPS Order Determining Liability and Order for Steve Yerby 
Removal of Chain Link Fence 
PHILLIPS Civil Disposition entered for: Pandrea, John, Steve Yerby 
Defendant; Pandrea, Mary, Defendant; 
Boyd-Davis, Terry, Plaintiff; Coleman, Jean L, 
Plaintiff; Davis, Brian F, Plaintiff. Filing date: 
4/28/2011 
PHILLIPS STATUS CHANGED: closed Steve Yerby 
KELSO ESTIMATE OF TRANSCRIPT-from Val Larson Steve Yerby 
$3,575.00 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee Steve Yerby 
Paid by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 
0456225 Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount $.01 {Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Yerby 
Paid by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 
0456225 Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount: $25.00 
{Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Yerby 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0456225 
Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount: $6.25 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Yerby 
Paid by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 
0456225 Dated: 5/4/2011 Amount $.40 (Check) 
OPPELT Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Yerby Steve Yerby 
PHILLIPS Amended Order Determining Liability and order Steve Yerby 
for Removal of Chain Link Fence 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
5/10/2011 
5/12/2011 MOTN 
MEMO 
5/13/2011 
5/16/2011 NOFH 
HRSC 
6/8/2011 MOTN 
NOFH 
HRSC 
6/22/2011 
CMIN 
CTLG 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0456539 Dated: 
5/10/2011 Amount: $7.00 (Check} 
PHILLIPS Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of Trial Steve Verby 
Decision and Motion for Clarification 
PHILLIPS Memorandum in Support of Defendants' Motion Steve Verby 
for Reconsideration of Trial Decision and Motion 
for Clarification 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0456760 
Dated: 5/13/2011 Amount: $6.00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Notice Of Hearing Re: Moton for Reconsideration Steve Verby 
of Trial Decision and Motion for Clarification - July 
6,2011 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 07/06/2011 10:15 Steve Verby 
AM) for Reconsideration and Clarification 
OPPELT Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Motion to Commence Steve Verby 
Damages Stage of Trial 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing on Motion to Commence Steve Verby 
Damages Stage of Trial 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 06/22/2011 09:30 Steve Verby 
AM} to Commence Damages Stage of Trial 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0458819 Dated: 612212011 Amount: $5. 00 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0458819 
Dated: 6/22/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check} 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0458819 Dated: 6/22/2011 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
AYER LE Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion to Commence Damages 
State of Trial 
Hearing date: 6/22/2011 
Time: 9:33 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 4 
Terry Boyd-Davis prose for Pl 
Toby Mclaughlin for Def 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/22/2011 Steve Verby 
09:30AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 to Commence 
Damages Stage of Trial 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
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Date Code 
6/22/2011 DCHH 
ADVS 
6/24/2011 
MISC 
MISC 
6/29/2011 MISC 
7/6/2011 CMIN 
CTLG 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/22/2011 
09:30AM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
to Commence Damages Stage of Trial 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion held on 06/22/2011 
09:30AM: Case Taken Under Advisement to 
Commence Damages Stage of Trial 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0458974 Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0458974 Dated: 
6/24/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0458974 Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee 
Paid by: Ethel M. Boyd Receipt number: 0458998 
Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount: $70.00 (Check) 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
Steve Verby 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Ethel M. Boyd Receipt number: 0458998 Dated: 
6/24/2011 Amount: $17.50 (Check) 
KELSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Ethel M. Boyd Receipt number: 0458998 
Dated: 6/24/2011 Amount: $1.12 (Check) 
PHILLIPS written request from Mary Pandrea to have name Steve Verby 
removed from case 
PHILLIPS written request from Gilbertsons to have names Steve Verby 
removed from case 
PHILLIPS Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Steve Verby 
Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of Trial 
Decision and Motion for Clarification 
RASOR Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion to Reconsider and 
C la rificatio n 
Hearing date: 7/6/2011 
Time: 10:24 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Debra Burnham 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 4 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
07/06/2011 10:15 AM: Court Log- Crtrm 4 for 
Reconsideration and Clarification 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
7/6/2011 DCHH 
ADVS 
9/2/2011 ORDR 
ORDR 
9/19/2011 
9/26/2011 
9/30/2011 MOTN 
MEMO 
HRSC 
11/4/2011 AFFD 
11/10/2011 AFFD 
AFFD 
MOTN 
11/15/2011 OBJC 
NOHG 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
07/06/201110:15AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Debra Burnham 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: less than 100 
for Reconsideration and Clarification 
PHILLIPS Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
07 /06/2011 10: 15 AM: Case Taken Under 
Advisement for Reconsideration and Clarification 
CMOORE Decision Re: Bakers' Motion for Clarification and Steve Verby 
Reconsideration (13 pages) 
CMOORE Order Denying Entry of Default Against John Steve Verby 
Pandrea (6 pages) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463162 
Dated: 9/19/2011 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463162 Dated: 
9/19/2011 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463162 
Dated: 9/19/2011 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
PHILLIPS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0463464 Dated: 
9/26/2011 Amount: $6.00 (Cash) 
PHILLIPS Motion for 54(b) Certification and Notice of Steve Verby 
Hearing - Dec 7, 2011 
PHILLIPS Memorandum in Support of Motion for 54(b) Steve Verby 
Certification 
PHILLIPS Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/07/2011 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for 54(b) Certification 
CMOORE Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support of Motion Steve Verby 
and Memorandum to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Toby Mclaughlin In Support of Motion Steve Verby 
And Memorandum to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Amended Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support Steve Verby 
of Motion and Memorandum to Enforece 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Motion and Memorandum to Enforce Settlement Steve Verby 
Agreement and Released Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Objection to Plaintiffs Steve Verby 
Proposed Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing re: Defendants Baker's Steve Verby 
Objection to Plaintiffs Proposed Judgment 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 30 of38 
Date Code 
11/15/2011 HRSC 
11/16/2011 
11/17/2011 NOHG 
HRSC 
11/22/2011 MOTN 
11/25/2011 
11/28/2011 MISC 
AFFD 
11/29/2011 NOFH 
CONT 
HRSC 
12/9/2011 
AFFD 
12/21/2011 CMIN 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: HUMRICH 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/04/2012 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) Defendants Objection to Plaintiffs Proposed 
Judgmnet 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0465722 Dated: 
11/16/2011 Amount: $34.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing re: Motion and Memorandum to Steve Verby 
Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release of 
Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 12/21/2011 11 :30 Steve Verby 
AM) Moton and Memorandum to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
OPPELT Motion to Appear by Telephone Steve Verby 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0466009 
Dated: 11/25/2011 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendants' to Steve Verby 
Defendants' Motion For 54(b) Certification 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Brian F. Davis In Support of Plaintiffs' Steve Verby 
Opposition to Defendants' Motion For 54(b) 
Certification 
OPPELT Notice Of Hearing Re: Defendants Baker's Steve Verby 
Motion for 54(B) Certification 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
12/07/201110:00AM: Continued for 54(b) 
Certification 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Motion 01/04/2012 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) for 54(b) Certification 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Steve Verby 
Defendants Gilbertsons' Motion To Enforce 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Affidavit of Terri Boyd-David in Support of Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Defendants 
Gilbertsons' Motion To Enforce Settlement and 
Release Lis Pendens 
SECK Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement 
Hearing date: 12/21/2011 
Time: 11 :35 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Val Larson 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 
Tape Number: ct 2 
Terry Boyd-Davis 
Toby Mclaughlin 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Page 31 of 38 
Date Code 
12/21/2011 DCHH 
GRNT 
DENY 
12/28/2011 RSPN 
1/4/2012 ORDR 
CMIN 
DCHH 
DCHH 
1/5/2012 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Verby 
12/21/2011 11 :30 AM: District Court Hearing Hel< 
Court Reporter: Val Larson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: and Memorandum to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens 
- Less Than 100 Pages 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
12/21/2011 11 :30 AM: Motion Granted to 
Release Lis Pendens 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
12/21/201111:30AM: Motion Denied to Enforce 
Settlement Agreement 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis Repsonse to Steve Verby 
Defendants Bakers' Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Order to Quash Lis Pendens Steve Verby 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0467587 
Dated: 1/4/2012 Amount: $5.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0467587 Dated: 
1/4/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0467587 
Dated: 1/4/2012 Amount: $.08 (Check) 
RASOR Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion 
Hearing date: 1/4/2012 
Time: 1:18 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Anne Brownell 
Minutes Clerk: Sandra Rasor 
Tape Number: 2 
OPPELT Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
01/04/2012 10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Hele 
Court Reporter: Anne Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: for 54(b) Certification - Less Than 100 
Pages 
OPPELT Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled scheduled Steve Verby 
on 01/04/2012 10:00 AM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Anne Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Defendants Objection to Plaintiffs 
Proposed Judgment - Less Than 100 Pages 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0467699 
Dated: 1/5/2012 Amount: $2.00 (Check) 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
38 
Date Code 
1/5/2012 
1/6/2012 LETT 
ORDR 
1/11/2012 
1/17/2012 
1/19/2012 ORDR 
1/20/2012 BREF 
1/23/2012 NOTC 
NOTC 
1/24/2012 
1/26/2012 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: HUMRICH 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etaL 
User Judge 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0467699 
Dated: 1/5/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
OPPELT Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis Regarding Error on Steve Yerby 
Order to Quash Lis Pendens 
HENDRICKSO Amended Order to Quash Lis Pendens Steve Yerby 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Yerby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Stephanie Allen Receipt number: 0467902 
Dated: 1/11/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Stephanie Allen Receipt number: 0467902 
Dated: 1/11/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0468107 Dated: 1/17/2012 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0468107 Dated: 
1/17/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Yerby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0468107 Dated: 1/17/2012 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
HENDRICKSO ***CORRECTED** Order to Release Lis Pendens Steve Verby 
(re: Gilbertson's Property) 
OPPELT Defendant Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Steve Verby 
Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to Steve Yerby 
File Oppostion to Defendant Bakers' 
Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to Steve Verby 
File Opposition to Defendant Bakers' 
Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Yerby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughin Receipt number: 0468485 
Dated: 1/24/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Check) 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Verby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughin Receipt number: 0468485 
Dated: 1 /24/2012 Amount: $1. 00 (Check) 
DRIVER Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Yerby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0468572 Dated: 
1/26/2012 Amount: $3.00 (Cash) 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 M 
38 
Date Code 
1/30/2012 MISC 
1/31/2012 
2/3/2012 RSPN 
3/28/2012 ORDR 
HRSC 
4/18/2012 CMIN 
EXHB 
DCHH 
4/30/2012 BREF 
CESY 
BREF 
7/13/2012 MEMO 
MEMO 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CY-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
OPPELT Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Response to Defendant Steve Yerby 
Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Objection to 
Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Comparing And Steve Yerby 
Conforming A Prepared Record, Per Page Paid 
by: Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0468795 
Dated: 1/31/2012 Amount: $1.50 (Check) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Yerby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Berg & Mclaughlin Receipt number: 0468795 
Dated: 1/31/2012 Amount: $1.00 (Check) 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Response to Defendant Steve Yerby 
Bakers' Supplemenatl Brief to Objection to 
Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Order for Further Hearing Re: Defendants' Steve Yerby 
Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
OPPELT Hearing Scheduled (Hearing Scheduled Steve Yerby 
04/18/2012 01:30 PM) Re: Hearing on the 
Proposed Judgment 
AYERLE Court Minutes Steve Yerby 
Hearing type: Hearing on Proposed Judgment 
Hearing date: 4/18/2012 
Time: 1 :42 pm 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Anne Brownell 
Minutes Clerk: Susan Ayerle 
Tape Number: 2 
Terri Boyd Davis prose 
Jean Coleman pro se 
Toby Mclaughlin for defendant(s) 
OPPELT Exhibit List Steve Yerby 
OPPELT Hearing result for Hearing Scheduled scheduled Steve Yerby 
on 04/18/2012 01 :30 PM: District Court Hearing 
Held 
Court Reporter: Anne Brownell 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: Re: Hearing on the Proposed 
Judgment - More Than 100 Pages 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-David Supplemental Brief re: Steve Verby 
Plaintiffs Quiet Title Claims Under The Theory of 
Boundary by Agreement 
HENDRICKSO Certificate of Service of Plainitff Terri Boyd-David Steve Yerby 
Supplemental Brief re: Plaintiffs Quiet Title Claims 
Under the Theory of Boundary by Agreement 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Post-Trial Brief Steve Verby 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum Decision re: Defendants' Objection Steve Yerby 
to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment 
HENDRICKSO Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Steve Yerby 
Causes of Action In Plaintiffs' Third Amended 
Complaint 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
7/17/2012 
7/24/2012 MOTN 
8/7/2012 LETT 
ORDR 
CDIS 
8/14/2012 OBJC 
NOHG 
HRSC 
8/15/2012 OBJC 
9/5/2012 NOTC 
HRYC 
HRSC 
9/7/2012 NOTC 
9/13/2012 MISC 
MISC 
9/18/2012 
9/26/2012 MOTN 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: HUMRICH 
Case: CY-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User Judge 
HENDRICKSO Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Yerby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Ethal Receipt number: 0476579 Dated: 
7/17/2012 Amount: $26.00 (Cash) 
BOWERS Special Appearance Motion for Dismissal without Steve Yerby 
Argument 
OPPELT Letter from Terry Boyd-Davis Steve Yerby 
OPPELT Order Dismissing Defendant John Pandrea Steve Yerby 
(ONLY) 
HENDRICKSO Civil Disposition entered for: Pandrea, John, Steve Yerby 
Defendant. Filing date: 8/7/2012 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Objection to Letter Filed by Steve Yerby 
Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Hearing on Motion For Reconsideration Steve Yerby 
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 09/19/2012 10:00 Steve Yerby 
AM) Motion for Reconsideration 
HENDRICKSO Defendant Bakers' Objection to Letter Filed by Steve Yerby 
Plaintiff Terri Boyd-David 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Change of Hearing Date on Plaintiff Steve Yerby 
Terri Boyd-Davis Motion For Reconsideration of 
Memorandum Decision re: Remaing Causes of 
Action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint 
HENDRICKSO Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Yerby 
09/19/2012 10:00 AM: Hearing Vacated for 
Reconsideration -
HENDRICKSO Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10/17/2012 10:00 Steve Yerby 
AM) Reconsideration 
HENDRICKSO Notice of Submission of Survey, Legal Steve Yerby 
Description, and Letter from Surveyor Rover 
Stratton 
OPPELT Partial Judgment Quieting Title in Disputed Parcel Steve Yerby 
of Real Property to Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, 
Brian F. Davis and Jean L. Coleman 
OPPELT Rule 54(b) Certificate Steve Yerby 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Yerby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Ethel Boyd Receipt number: 0479681 Dated: 
9/18/2012 Amount: $6.00 (Cash) 
BOWERS Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Same Steve Yerby 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Seal Paid by: 
Ethel Boyd Receipt number: 0479681 Dated: 
9/18/2012 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
HENDRICKSO Plaintiff Terri Boyd-David Motion for Steve Yerby 
Reconsideration of Memorandum Decision re: 
Remaining Causes of Action in Plaintiffs' Third 
Amended Complaint and Objection to 54(b) 
Certification of Partial Judgment 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 1 AM 
Date Code 
9/26/2012 HRSC 
9/28/2012 
10/10/2012 RSPN 
10/17/2012 
CMIN 
DCHH 
10/18/2012 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
User: HUMRICH 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, etal. 
User 
HENDRICKSO 
DRIVER 
HENDRICKSO 
KELSO 
KELSO 
KELSO 
SECK 
OPPELT 
MORELAND 
MORELAND 
MORELAND 
Judge 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion 10/17 /2012 10:00 Steve Verby 
AM) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Steve Verby 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0480199 Dated: 
9/28/2012 Amount: $10.00 (Cashiers Check) 
Defendant Bakers' Response to Plaintiff Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis' Motin For Reconsideration and 
Objection 
Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0481056 Dated: 10/17/2012 Amount: $5.00 
(Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 0481056 Dated: 
10/17/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Check) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax Steve Verby 
Paid by: Pandrea, Mary Receipt number: 
0481056 Dated: 10/17/2012 Amount: $.08 
(Check) 
Court Minutes Steve Verby 
Hearing type: Motion for Reconsideration; Various 
Motions 
Hearing date: 10/17/2012 
Time: 9:54 am 
Courtroom: 
Court reporter: Amy Wilkins 
Minutes Clerk: Melissa Seek 
Tape Number: ct 2 
Terry Boyd-Davis 
Toby McLaughlin 
Hearing result for Motion scheduled on Steve Verby 
10/17/2012 10:00 AM: District Court Hearing Heh 
Court Reporter: Amy Wilkins 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: for Reconsideration - More Than 100 
Pages 
Miscellaneous Payment: Registered Mail Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0481119 Dated: 10/18/2012 Amount: $.87 
(Cash) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Tape/copy Time Fee Steve Verby 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0481119 Dated: 10/18/2012 Amount: $5.00 
(Cash} 
Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Fee Paid by: Steve Verby 
Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 0481119 
Dated: 10/18/2012 Amount: $1.25 (Cash} 
Date: 5/20/2013 
Time: 11: M 
Page 36 of 38 
Date Code 
10/18/2012 
10/25/2012 
BNDC 
BNDC 
APSC 
NOTA 
10/26/2012 CCOA 
10/29/2012 MISC 
CCOA 
LETT 
10/30/2012 ORDR 
11/1/2012 LETT 
11/5/2012 ORDR 
11/13/2012 NOTC 
11/29/2012 MISC 
MISC 
12/12/2012 
12/14/2012 SCDF 
1/8/2013 NOTC 
1/9/2013 NOTC 
MISC 
First Judicial District Court - Bonner County 
ROA Report 
Case: CV-2010-0000703 Current Judge: Idaho Supreme Court 
Terry Boyd-Davis, etal. vs. Mary Pandrea, eta!. 
User 
MORELAND Miscellaneous Payment: Court Tape Sales Tax 
Paid by: Boyd-Davis, Terry Receipt number: 
0481119 Dated: 10/18/2012 Amount: $.08 
(Cash) 
User: HUMRICH 
Judge 
Steve Yerby 
HENDRICKSO Filing: L4 -Appeal, Civil appeal or cross-appeal to Steve Yerby 
Supreme Court Paid by: Mclaughlin Berg 
Receipt number: 0481433 Dated: 10/25/2012 
Amount: $109.00 (Check) For: Baker, Carol 
(defendant) and Baker, Timothy (defendant) 
HENDRICKSO Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 481434 Dated Steve Yerby 
10/25/2012 for 200.00) 
HENDRICKSO Bond Posted - Cash (Receipt 481436 Dated Steve Yerby 
10/25/2012 for 100.00) 
DRIVER Appealed To The Supreme Court Steve Yerby 
DRIVER NOTICE OF APPEAL Steve Yerby 
DRIVER Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal - original mailed to Idaho Supreme Court 
ISC; copy to file 
DRIVER Corrections to CCOA Idaho Supreme Court 
DRIVER Corrected Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal - original Idaho Supreme Court 
mailed to ISC; copy to file 
DRIVER Copy of letter from plaintiff Idaho Supreme Court 
DRIVER Order Remanding to District Court - for final Idaho Supreme Court 
judgment; appeal suspended 
OPPELT Letter to Nellie Gilbertson from District Court Idaho Supreme Court 
DRIVER Amended Order Remanding to District Court Idaho Supreme Court 
DRIVER Notice RE Correct Address for Plaintiffs for Idaho Supreme Court 
Service of Documents by Court and All Parties 
DRIVER Supplemental Decision re: Remaining Liability Steve Yerby 
Causes of action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended 
Complaint and Order re: Plaintiffs' Motion for 
Reconsideration of Rule 54(b) Certificate 
DRIVER Partial Judgment Quieting Title in Disputed Parcel Steve Yerby 
of Real Property to Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, 
Brian F. Davis and Jean L Coleman 
KRAM ES Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Idaho Supreme Court 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Mary Pandrea Receipt number: 0483375 Dated: 
12/12/2012 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
HUM RICH Supreme Court Document Filed- "Notice of Idaho Supreme Court 
Appeal Filed" Clerk's Record and Transcripts due 
2/19/2013 
HUMRICH Notice of Transcript Lodged by Debra Burnhan. Idaho Supreme Court 
HUMRICH Notice of Transcript Lodged by Debra Burnham Idaho Supreme Court 
for Motion For Reconsideration and Clarification 
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COLEMAN, an individual; 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Plaintiffs, ) 
V. 
MARY PANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 
P ANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-
50, inclusive; 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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Case No: CV2010-0703 
PLAINTIFF TERRI BOYD-DA VIS' 
J\;10TION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION OF 
l\t1EMORANDUM DECISION RE 
REMAINING CAUSES OF ACTION 
IN PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
OBJECTION TO 54(b) 
CERTIFICATION OF PARTIAL 
JUDGl\iIENT 
Hearing Date: 
Hearing Time: 
October 17, 2012 
10:00 a.m. 
BONNER COUNTY COURTHOUSE 
Judge Steve Verby 
J\;10TION AND BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
COMES NOW Plaintiff TERRI BOYD-DAVIS and moves this Court pursuant to 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 11 (a)(2)(B) to reconsider its Memorandum Decision Re 
Remaining Causes of Action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint entered by this 
Court on July 13, 2012. 
BOYD-DAVIS additionally requests that the Court reconsider and withdraw its 
54(b) Certification of the Partial Judgment Quieting Title in the Disputed Property to 
Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, Brian F. Davis, and Jean L Coleman entered by this Court 
on September 13, 2012. 
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INTRODUCTION 
On July 13, 2012, this Court issued its Memorandum Decision Re Remaining 
Causes of Action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint wherein the Court announced 
its intention therein to "address the remaining causes of action [relevant to the liability 
phase of the trial] that were not dealt with in the trial decision, to-wit: adverse possession 
and boundary by agreement." Although the Court had not ruled on the Plaintiffs' 
easement cause of action in its trial decision, it also declined to do so in the July 13, 2012 
Memorandum Decision, stating that it "appear[ ed] to have been resolved through a 
Mediated Settlement Agreement behveen the plaintiffs and Defendant James and Nellie 
Gilbertson." 
Boyd-Davis herein provides legal and factual support of her argument that based 
upon the Court's alteration of its previous decision, it has now become necessary for the 
Court to rule on the Plaintiffs' cause of action for an easement across a portion of the 
Disputed Property, and she respectfully requests that the Court so rule and find that the 
Plaintiffs have proved a prescriptive easement, or alternatively, an easement by 
implication, exists across the Disputed Property that serves the Plaintiffs' property. 
Boyd-Davis additionally respectfully requests that the Court reconsider its ruling 
that the Plaintiffs did not prove that an implied boundary agreement existed between 
them and Defendants Bakers' predecessors, the Johnsons. 
Boyd-Davis finally argues that 54(b) Certification of the partial judgment entered 
in this matter is improper in this case in that it does not meet the standard required for 
such certification, specifically that this is not the "infrequent harsh case" wherein 
hardship or injustice would result if an appeal were delayed until final disposition of the 
entire case, and she, therefore, requests the Court withdraw its 54(b) Certification. 
FACTS 
A. Procedural Historv 
1. A four-day trial was held in this matter the week of March 28, 2011. On 
April 28, 2011, the Court held a hearing at which time it announced its decision and 
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orally announced its findings of fact and conclusions of law. The Court entered its Order 
Determining Liability and Order for Removal of Chain Link Fence on April 28, 2011 and 
its Amended Order Determining Liability and Order for Removal of Chain Link Fence on 
May 6, 2011. 
2. In its April 28, 2011 Order, the Court quieted title in the disputed property 
in this matter to Plaintiffs by determining what the intent of the grantor was based upon 
the Court's findings that the deeds which conveyed both the Plaintiffs' property and 
Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker predecessors' properties to them contained 
ambiguous legal descriptions. The Court found that it was the intent of the grantor, 
Harry Clark, to convey the disputed property to Plaintiffs, whose deed was senior to the 
Defendants' deed. 
3. On May 12, 2011, Defendants Bakers filed a motion for reconsideration of 
the trial decision. On July 6, 2011, the Court heard oral argument on Defendants' motion 
for reconsideration and took the matter under consideration. On September 2, 2011, the 
Court entered its Decision Re: Bakers' Motion for Clarification and Reconsideration 
wherein the Court confirmed its findings that it was the intent of the grantor to convey the 
disputed property to the Plaintiffs. The Court ordered the Plaintiffs to conduct a survey 
consistent with the trial decision quieting title in the disputed property to them and submit 
a proposed judgment to the Court by November 4, 2011, which Plaintiffs did. 
4. On September 30, 2011, Defendants Bakers filed a Motion for 54(b) 
Certification and scheduled a hearing on the motion for December 7, 2011. 
5. On November 15, 2011, Defendants filed an Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment and scheduled a hearing on their objection for January 4, 2012. 
6. On November 28, 2011 Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis and Brian F. Davis 
filed an Opposition to Defendants' Motion for 54(b) Certification. 
7. The hearing on the Motion for 54(b) Certification was continued to 
January 4, 2012, and was set to be heard at the same time as other motions scheduled by 
Defendants, including Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment. 
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8. At the January 4, 2012 hearing, the Court announced its intention to 
postpone hearing argument upon Defendants' Motion for 54(b) Certification, noting that 
it was premature to consider the motion until it made a decision on Defendants' 
Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment, which the Court at that time took under 
advisement. 
9. On July 13, 2012, the Court entered two decisions: 1) Memorandum 
Decision re: Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment; and 2) 
Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Causes of Action in Plaintiffs' Third 
Amended Complaint, but the Court did not reschedule the hearin2: on the motion for 
54(b) certification. The parties have not vet been afforded an opportunitv to present oral 
arQ:ument on the issue of 54(b) certification. 
10. In its Memorandum Decision re: Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment, the Court altered its previous decision of April 28, 2011, of greatest 
significance as to the location of the western boundary of the property quieted to the 
Plaintiffs. The Court found in Section II(C) that "it is now determined that the western 
boundary line of the disputed parcel is also in accord with [Plaintiffs' surveyor, Robert] 
Stratton's interpretation of the Coleman deeds, as reflected by [Mr. Stratton's] Figure 6.'· 
Thus, the portion of the Disputed Property that lies to the west of the "western boundary 
line" of Figure 6 has not been quieted in the Plaintiffs. 
11. Prior to trial on January 14, 2011, Plaintiffs and Defendants Bakers and 
Defendants Gilbertsons engaged in mediation. As a result of mediation, Plaintiffs and 
Defendants Gilbertson were able to reach resolution on the Plaintiffs' easement claims as 
it pertained to the Gilbertsons' property. No agreement was reached in mediation 
between the Plaintiffs and Defendants Bakers. 
12. In its Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Causes of Action in 
Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint, in Section I, the Court stated: 
A decision to address the remaining causes of action which were not dealt 
within the trial decision, to-\vit: adverse possession and boundary by 
agreement/acquiescence[FNJ is now made because the Bakers wish to 
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appeal. As these remaining causes of action relate to the same disputed 
property, it is to the benefit of the parties to have these issues resolved 
before this case is dealt with at the appellate leveL 
In its footnote, the Court noted that "[t]he easement cause of action appears to 
have been resolved through a Mediated Settlement Agreement between the plaintiffs and 
Defendants James and Nellie Gilbertson." On March 9, 2011, Plaintiffs and Defendants 
Gilbertson dismissed with prejudice all of their claims against each other. 
13. A portion of the easement claimed by Plaintiffs in their Third Amended 
Complaint lies on the area of the Disputed Propertv that this Court has not found to have 
been quieted in Plaintiffs. This portion of the Disputed Property is not mvned by 
Defendants Gilbertsons and, in fact, was never claimed by Defendants Gilbertsons in 
their Answer. Thus, this portion of the easement was not covered by the agreement 
Plaintiffs reached with Defendants Gilbertsons in mediation. 
14. On September 13, 2012, the Court entered its Partial Judgment Quieting 
Title in the Disputed Parcel of Real Property in Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, Brian F. 
Davis and Jean L Coleman. The Court additionally entered its Order for 54(b) 
Certification on that date. 
B. Plaintiffs' Easement Claims in Their Third Amended Complaint 
1. In Paragraph 25 of the Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint, Plaintiffs 
claimed an easement as follows: 
Plaintiffs have an easement located upon and across the westerly portion 
running north and south, of the property owned by the Gilbertson's and 
which turns in an easterly direction toward the Disputed Property, 
running east and west upon and across the Disputed Property, which 
then turns north toward the Coleman Property, running north and 
south upon and across the Disputed Property to the Coleman 
Property ("Easement"). 
(Emphasis added.) 
2. In Paragraph 26 of the Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint, Plaintiffs 
claimed a prescriptive easement stating they "have used said Easement road hereinabove 
. . 
referenced continuously, openly, notoriously, and without interruption for over thirty-
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nine (39) years for access to both the Disputed Property and the Coleman Property." 
(Emphasis added.) 
3. In Paragraph of the Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint, Plaintiffs 
claimed an easement by implication, stating, "[i]n the altemafrve to the foregoing 
paragraph, Plaintiffs have an Easement of Record, or by implication as the case may be, 
upon and across the Gilbertson's property and the Disputed Property." (Emphasis 
added.) 
MEMORANDUM 
A. Plaintiff Bovd-Davis has timelv brought a motion for reconsideration. 
Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 11 ( a)(2)(B) states in pertinent part "A motion for 
reconsideration of any interlocutory orders of the trial court may be made at any time 
before the entry of final judgment but not later than fourteen (14) days after the entry of 
the final judgment." The Partial Judgment Quieting Title in the Disputed Parcel of Real 
Property to Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, Brian F. Davis, and Jean L Coleman and the 
Court's 54(b) Certification of said partial judgment vvere entered by this Court on 
September 13, 2012 and this motion for reconsideration is, therefore, timely. 
B. Plaintiffs proved their easement claims at trial and are entitled to 
judgment in their favor on those claims. 
1. Plaintiffs have acquired a prescriptive easement across the Disputed 
Propertv and are entitled to judgment based on their claim of such. 
A party seeking to establish the existence of an easement by prescription must 
prove by clear and convincing evidence use of the subject property, which is 
characterized as: (1) open and notorious; (2) continuous and uninterrupted; (3) adverse 
and under a claim of right; (4) with the actual or imputed knowledge of the ovvner of the 
servient tenement (5) for the statutory period. Hodgins v. Sales, 139 Idaho 225, 229, 76 
P.3d 969, 973 (2003). 
At triaL a number of witnesses testified to the fact that the road and the driveway 
that lead to the Coleman property were in place and used at the time [1970] when Harry 
Clark conveyed Jean Coleman's parcel to her. In fact, two of the defense witnesses, both 
sisters of Jean Coleman who are quite familiar with this property, testified to this fact. 
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Specifically, on examination by defense counsel on Day 3 oftrial, when asked whether 
there was a "driveway or road" leading to the Coleman property, defense witness Mary 
Pandrea replied that there was and then described the road including where it "forked off' 
and went into a field which Ms. Pandrea explained "now has the cabin of Jean Coleman 
sitting on it." She stated that "it was a road that [her father, Harry Clark] had created." 
On Day 4, Ms. Pandrea, when asked how long the road that was used to access the cabin 
had been in existence, she testified, "probably from the [19]50' s." Likewise, on Day 4, 
defense witness Nellie Gilbertson testified that the road that accesses the Coleman cabin 
has been there "65 years, perhaps longer." She testified that it was the same road that her 
father, Harry Clark had used prior to the time he gave his daughter, Jean Coleman her 
property and that the use of that road had continued after he gave the property to Ms. 
Coleman. The trial evidence and testimony confirmed that the present road that leads 
into the Plaintiffs' property is the onlv road that the Plaintiffs have ever used to access 
their cabin. There is no other road by which the Plaintiffs currently or have ever had 
access to their property. 
The Bakers' predecessor, Clifford Johnson, testified at trial that in the early 1970s 
when he acquired his property that there was a driveway and a ''hay trail" that led into the 
Coleman property. He testified that Harry Clark used this road and also that he himself 
had used the road to obtain hay from Harry Clark in the early 1970s but that he stopped 
using the road sometime before Harry Clark died in 1975. Clifford's wife, Joan Johnson, 
also testified at trial that she believed the road was not even on their property but that she 
had believed the road was located on Jean Coleman's property. She testified that she 
believed all the property on the north side of the fence was owned by Jean Coleman. 
Defendant Tim Baker testified at trial that he was aware that the Plaintiffs' cabin, 
driveway and the fence at issue in this case had been in their present location for many 
years before he purchased the property from the Johnsons. Tim Baker testified to the fact 
that a letter wTitten by his former attorney to the Johnsons' dated June 4, 2008 
specifically stated that the Bakers knew that Plaintiff Coleman claimed "a house, fence 
and driveway ... in the north part of the [disputed] property." Plaintiffs' improvements 
~ere in plain sight and obvious as was Plaintiffs' use of t~e property. In fact, the 
evidence at trial confirmed that at the time the Bakers purchased the property, defense 
witness, Mary Pandrea, was regularly using and staying in the encroaching cabin, driving 
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on the encroaching driveway, and parking vehicles on the disputed property. The 
evidence at trial also clearly established that Bob Kamp lived in the cabin for eight years 
during the 1990s and used this road and driveway as his sole means of access to the 
property. 
This section of the 
Disputed Property has 
not been quieted in 
Plaintiffs and it is not a 
part of the road that lies 
on the Gilbertson's 
property, making it 
necessary for the Court 
to rule on Plaintiffs' 
easement claims for this -
section of the Disputed 
Property. 
75,00' 
sa9·43·19·w 
CABIN 
AREA OF' OVERLAP 
T-24 AND T-27 
~75.59' 
268.47° 
The road that has served the Plaintiffs' property and cabin since 1970 and even 
prior to that time has always remained in essentially the same location, as the evidence at 
trial revealed. Its use by Plaintiffs and their guests has been open and notorious, 
continuous and uninterrupted, adverse and under a claim of right, with the actual or 
imputed knowledge of both the Gilbertsons and the Bakers and the Bakers' predecessors, 
the Johnsons throughout that time, as was also proven at trial. 
Because there is a small section on the westernmost portion of the Disputed 
Property that the Court did not quiet title in the Plaintiffs (see dia£ram above). it is 
necessarv that the Court now rule on the Plaintiffs' easement claim. 
In that the evidence at trial proved all of the necessary elements of a prescriptive 
easement, the Court should find Plaintiffs have proved this claim. 
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2 Plaintiffs' open, notorious: continuous and uninterrupted use o(the 
easement road in issue for the prescriptive period shifts the burden 
upon Defendants to demonstrate that Plaintiffs' use was permissive. 
which Defendants cannot do. 
The Bakers' predecessors, the Johnsons, owned the property adjoining Plaintiffs' 
to the south for 37 years. Clifford Johnson testified at trial that during those years, he 
never had a conversation with Jean Coleman or anyone else wherein he granted 
permission to use the Disputed Property, including the road upon it Joan Johnson's 
testimony, like\Vise, confirmed she nev·er gave permission to anyone to use the Disputed 
Property or the road upon it. She did not believe they even owned that property. She 
testified she believed Jean Coleman owned all the property north of the fence. Jean 
; 
Coleman and her guests used the road under a claim of right. The use was adverse. The 
burden to prove othenvise is upon the Defendants, but this they cannot do. 
West v. Smith, 95 Idaho 550, 511, P.2d 1326, 1333 (1973) provides that 
"[w]ithout evidence of how the use of the property began, proof of open, notorious, 
continuous and uninterrupted use for the prescriptive period raises a presumption that the 
use was adverse and under a claim of right. ... The burden then shifts to the ovvner of the 
servient estate to demonstrate that the claimant's use was permissive." Defendants 
Bakers cannot demonstrate that plaintiffs' use was permissive and, thus, Plaintiffs have 
proved the elements necessary to confirm a prescriptive easement across the Disputed 
Property. 
3. Plaintiffs have. alternativelv. acquired an easement bv implication and 
are entitled to judgment based on their claims of such. 
The Idaho Supreme Court case of Davis v. Peacock, 133 Idaho 637, 991 P.2d 362 
(1999) provides that: 
In order to establish an implied easement by prior use, the party seeking to 
establish the easement must demonstrate three essential elements: (1) 
unity of title or ownership and subsequent separation by grant of the 
dominant estate; (2) apparent continuous use long enough before 
separation of the dominant estate to show that the use was intended to be 
permanent; and (3) the easement must be reasonably necessary to the 
proper enjoyment of the dominant estate. 
The Davis case is similar to ours. Like ours, it was undisputed that the parcels 
were both originally O\Vned by the same parties. Plaintiffs' and Defendants Bakers' 
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properties 'were both originally owned by Harry and Edith Clark, as was established at 
triaL The parcel now owned by Plaintiffs was severed from the parcel upon which the 
road lies in 1970. Thus, the first element is met. 
Evidence at trial also established that the easement road was in existence at the 
time of the severance of the parcels in 1970. As defense witnesses Mary Pandrea's and 
Nellie Gilbertson's trial testimony proved (see Section B( 1) above), Harry Clark had 
made apparent and continuous use of the road sufficient to show that the use was 
intended to be permanent Thus, the second element is met. 
Trial testimony also confirmed that this easement road is and has always been the 
only road leading into Plaintiffs' property by which Plaintiffs have accessed their 
property. In this case, plaintiffs meet the standard of both "reasonable necessity" and 
"great present necessity." Use of the road was "reasonably necessary" at the time of 
severance, as it was the only means of access into the property then. Today there remains 
a "great present necessity" for the use of the road since it remains the only means of 
access into the property and, as the evidence at trial showed, because the property is 
substantially lower than the county road that runs along its eastern boundary and the 
property upon which the road lies is surrounded by wetlands with the exception of the 
land to the south of the cabin. Thus, the third element is met. 
Plaintiffs meet all the elements necessary to find that they have acquired an 
easement by implication and this Court should so find. 
C. The Court erred in finding that the Plaintiffs had not proved both of the 
necessarv elements of their claim for boundarv bv agreement of the 
Disputed Propertv. 
In its July 13, 2012 Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Causes of 
Action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint, in its ruling on the Plaintiffs' claim for a 
boundary by agreement/acquiescence, the Court found that although Plaintiffs had proved 
the first element of an uncertain boundary, it found they had not proved the second 
necessary element of an agreement fixing the boundary. The Court stated that "[t]he only 
way a decision can be rendered that an agreement was made between Jean Coleman and 
the Johnsons that the fence line was the boundary line is to accept an 'implied easement1' 
[sic] or acquiescence version of that facts." It was "[iln light ofthe denial by Cliff 
1 Plaintiff assumes the Court meant to state "agreement" here rather than "easement." 
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Johnson that there was an agreement between the neighbors that the fence line was to be 
the propertv line" that the Court found that the Plaintiffs did not prove this necessarv 
material element of the claim. It is no surprise Mr. Johnson denied this because, fact, 
there had not been an express agreement but this does not mean the Plaintiffs did not 
prove their claims. In fact, there was an implied agreement. 
Plaintiff Boyd-Davis would ask the Court to reconsider this finding because it 
matters not that Cliff Johnson denied an agreement was made. Idaho law does not 
require that there be an express agreement. An implied agreement is sufficient. 
The question should then be -how should the Court determine whether there was 
an implied agreement? Should the Court make this determination based upon whether 
Mr. Johnson, wliom the Court found to be a biased witness, admits there· was an 
agreement or should this determination be based upon whether the neighboring property 
owners' actions showed there vvas an agreement? It is their actions that prove whether 
there was an implied agreement. It is because of the Johnsons' acquiescence that it can 
be determined that there was an implied agreement. If it was necessarv that the 
neighboring propertv owner admits there was an agreement. then. logicallv. acquiescence 
need not even come into plav. 
Plaintiff Boyd-Davis asserts that ans\ver is clear in case law. The proper way to 
determine if there has been an "implied" agreement pursuant to Idaho law is 
demonstrated by the following cases: 
• The agreement may be implied by the surrounding circumstances and 
conduct of the parties. Wells v. Williamson, 118 Idaho 37, 41, 794 P.2d 
626, 630 (1990). 
• The agreement may be implied when there has been an erection of a fence, 
followed by treatment of the fence by the adjoining owners as the 
boundary. Edgeller v. Johnston, 74 Idaho 359, 365, 262 P.2d 1006, 1010 
(1953). 
• Although there must be an agreement, acquiescence is regarded as 
"competent evidence of the agreement!' Flying Elk Investment, LLC v. 
Cornwall, 14~ Idaho 9, 10 (2010), Griffel v. Reynolds, 136 Idaho 397,, 400 
(2001). 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration 
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• When a fence is not initially erected as a boundary fence, it is necessary 
that the Court analyze the evidence to see whether the subsequent actions 
of the landowners establish a boundary by agreement. Huskinson v, 
Nelson, 152 Idaho 547, 272 P.3d 519 (2012). 
In Flying Elk Investment, the plaintiff/appellant, Flying Elk, the party in the 
position of the Bakers (i.e. the party who had the property surveyed and whose survey 
revealed the fence intruded onto his deeded property), attempted to disprove the 
boundarv bv agreement bv emphasizing that the son of the previous propertv owner had 
testified that he and his father had believed the fence was a temporary restraint kept in 
place until a survev could be completed. However. the Supreme Court stated that "the 
Court can onlv evaluate the parties' ctonduct. not their 'mental operations."' (citing 
Bayhouse v. Urguides, 17 Idaho 286, 294 (l 909)). Id. at 1 L The court can only 
evaluate the conduct of the parties. In our case, because the Johnsons acquiesced and 
treated the fence as the boundary throughout their 36+ years of ownership, the Court 
should do as it djd in Flying Elk Investment. It should ''therefore reasonably infer[] than 
the parties did use the fence as a boundary for a long time, leading to the presumption 
that a boundary by agreement exists." Id at 11. 
r The Court's findings o(fact and the evidence at trial established that 
Plaintiff Jean Coleman and Defendants Bakers· predecessors. the 
Johnsons. had an implied agreement establishing the fence as the 
boundarv line. and the Court found that the Johnsons and Jean 
Coleman treated the fence line as the boundarv line. 
Clifford Johnson testified at trial that there was always a fence in the same 
location throughout the years (1971-2007) that he lived on the property. He testified that 
he never used any of the property north of the fence line during his years of ownership. 
He testified that when he rebuilt the fence that he built it in the same location as the first 
fence he had built in 1971. 
Likewise, Joan Johnson testified that she never gave permission to anyone to use 
the Disputed Property or the road upon it. She did not believe they even owned that 
property. She testified she believed Jean Coleman owned all the property north of the 
fence. 
In the Court's findings of fact announced in open court on April 28, 20 J 1, the 
Court found it "telling" that Clifford Johnson referred in his testimony to the property 
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south of the fence as his ("my side of the fence"). The Court found that the use of the 
real propertv bv the Johnsons and Jean Coleman evidenced that thev treated the 
fence line as the boundarv line. As to the Johnsons' use, the Court found that they 
never used the property north of the fence, and that Clifford Johnson shut off the gate in 
the fence after he no longer bought hay from Harry Clark (which ML Johnson testified 
was sometime before 1975). It also was evidenced by the fact that Clifford Johnson 
rebuilt the fence in the same location as his first fence. As to use of the propertv north 
of the fence bv the Plaintiffs and their guests, the Court found evidence of their 
treatment of the fence as the boundarv bv the parking of vehicles north of the fence, 
the placement of the clothesline on the disputed propertv. and campfires on the 
propertv north of the fence. The Court further found that Mr. Johnson built the 
fence on what he thought was the boundarv line. The Court also found that the 
parties thought the fence line was the boundarv line. The Court found that Clifford 
Johnson· s testimony was impeached and that he was shovvn to have a bias that 
conveniently fit the theory of the defense. All of these findings support that the parties 
had an implied boundary agreement 
2. A verv recent Idaho Supreme Court case confirms that the original 
reason for which a fence is built is not determinative of whether the 
parties subsequentlv establish a boundarv bv agreement. 
A 2012 Idaho Supreme Court case speaks directly to an issue we face in this case. 
That issue is whether a fence, which is originally erected for a purpose other than creating 
a boundary, can subsequently morph into a boundary fence. Defendants would argue 
"no," but the Idaho Supreme Court confirms that it not only can, but that the conduct of 
the landowners after the fence is erected is relevant to determining if a boundarv bv 
agreement arose thereafter. 
In the case of Huskinson v. Nelson, Id, which was decided on March 2, 2012, the 
Idaho Supreme Court vacated the judgment of the district court. The district court had 
granted summary judgment to the owners of record of the property in dispute based on its 
holding that "there was no agreement at the time the fence was erected to establish it as a 
boundary line." (Emphasis added.) The Supreme Court found error with the district 
court's conclusions. It stated, "[tjhe district court should have analyzed the evidence in 
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the record to see whether il supported the establishment of a boundary by agreement 
subsequent to [when the fence was builtI" (Emphasis added.) 
Like our case, in Huskinson there was a long-established fence. The Supreme 
Court confirmed that a long-established fence creates two presumptions. It stated: 
Evidence of a long-established fence creates two presumptions. Luce v. 
A1arble, 142 Idaho 264, 271-72, 127 P.3d 167, 174-75 (2005). First, the 
law presumes an agreement fixing the fence line as the boundary when 
coterminous landowners have treated the fence as the property line for so 
long "that neither ought to be allowed to deny the correctness of its 
location." Id. at 271, ] 27 P.3d at 174 .... Second, the law presumes the 
fence was originally located as the boundary by agreement where there is 
a "want of any evidence as to the manner or circumstances of its original 
location." Id. at 272, 127 P.3d at 175. Accordingly, ''the long existence 
and recognition of a fence as a boundary, in the absence of any evidence 
as to the manner or circumsta..11ces of its original location, strongly 
suggests that the fence was located as a boundary by agreement" 
Cameron v. Neal, 130 Idaho 898, 901, 950 P2d 1237, 1240 (1997). 
In their Trial Brief in the instant case, Defendants Bakers argued ''[b ]ecause we 
know from :Mr. Johnson's testimony the circumstances of the creation of the fence, no 
presumption arises that would support the finding of a boundary by agreement. The 
fence was erected for the sole purpose of penning horses, and treated as such. 
(Defendants' Trial Brie£ p. 7, lines 17-19). Defendants also claim that "[t]his evidence 
rebuts any presumption that could arise that would support a finding that the parties had 
reached an agreement that the fence was the boundary between the parcels." (Id., lines 
13-15). 
Defendants make the same mistake the district court made in the Huskinson case. 
Thev stop at the point when the fence was originallv built to determine whether it meets 
the criteria of a boundarv fence. But. as the Supreme Court stated in the Huskinson case. 
"that is not necessarilv the end of the storv." 
Defendants may be correct that this evidence rebuts the presumption that the 
fence was originally built as a boundary. In fact, in the Huskinson case that is precisely 
what the district court found. There, the district court concluded that the evidence 
implied that the fence was not built for the purpose of a creating a boundary. And from 
that conclusion, the district court then "held that the fence did not constitute a boundary 
by agreement." The Bakers have also argued that the fence built by Clifford Johnson did 
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not constitute a boundary by agreement because, they claim, at the time Mr. Johnson built 
the fence he presumably did not intend for the fence to mark the boundary. 
\Vhat is significant about the ruling in the Huskinson case, however, is that the 
Supreme Court ''accept[ ed] the district court's conclusion that the fence did not constitute 
a boundary by agreement when it was built." (Emphasis added.) However, where the 
Supreme Court did find error was with the district court "basing its decision solely upon 
the finding that the fence was not initially built as a boundary fence. (Emphasis added.) 
As the Supreme Court explained: 
The court apparently assumed that nothing which occurred during the 
subsequent sixty years could have resulted in an agreement to fix the 
boundary along the fence line and therefore did not consider the conduct 
of the parties after 1947 [the year the fence was built]. However, that is 
not necessarily the end of the story. In Griffel, we stated: 
Where no express agreement is shown, the agreed upon 
boundary "must therefore be determined from the conduct of the 
parties, viewed in the light of the surrounding circumstances.'' . . 
. A long period of acquiescence by one party to another party's 
use of the disputed property provides a factual basis from which 
an agreement can be inferred. 
136 Idaho at 400, 34 P.3d at 1083. (Emphasis added.) 
In Huskinson, the Supreme Court stated that "[t]he district court should have 
analyzed the evidence in the record to see whether it supported the establishment of a 
boundary by agreement subsequent to [when the fence was built]." The Court continued 
by stating "[t]here was evidence in the record that would support the conclusion that the 
Nelsons and the predecessors in interest of both parties a2reed to the fence line as a 
boundarv based upon their long-standing acquiescence and conduct." (Emphasis 
added.) 
There are many striking similarities between the Huskinson case and ours. The 
Supreme Court discussed the circumstances of that case, which are nearly identical to 
ours: 
The Huskinsons' predecessors also appear to have acquiesced in the fence 
as the property boundary and treated it as such. There is no evidence in 
the record that any predecessor in interest of the Huskinsons made 
complaint regarding the Nelson's use of the property from 1947 until after 
the Huskinsons acquired their parcel in 2009. During that 60-year period 
of time, the Nelsons and their predecessors had undisputed use and control 
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of the property on the west side of the fence and it appears that the 
Huskinson' predecessors confined their use of the property to that on the 
east side of the fence. 
It is likely thaL had the Huskinsons' predecessors known that the Nelsons 
and their predecessors were using land that actually belonged to them, 
they would have taken action to assert their ownership rights, unless there 
was an agreement that allowed the Nelsons to do so. The most reasonable 
inference to draw from the evidence in the record is the ovvners of neither 
parcel were aware of the true property boundary until the controversy 
arose between these parties. 
Thus, the original purpose in the placement of a fence is not solely determinative 
of whether the fence ultimately becomes a boundary fence. An agreement that the fence 
marks tl:ie boundary can be made subsequent to the time when tl:ie fence was built 
So although Defendants Bakers argue that because the fence was allegedly built 
by Mr. Johnson for the purpose of containing his horses and not as a boundary that no 
boundary by agreement exists, their conclusion is flawed. The court must "analyze the 
evidence in the record to see whether it supported the establishment of a boundary by 
agreement subsequent to [when the fence was built]." 
Based on the Findings of Fact already made by this Court, as announced at 
the April 28, 2011 hearing, the Court's findings support the Plaintiffs' theory of 
quiet title based on a boundary by agreement. These findings evidence that the 
parties' acquiescence to the fence as the boundary in the 36 years after the original fence 
was built support the establishment of a boundary by agreement during those years. The 
Court found that both the Johnsons and Jean Coleman treated the fence line as the 
boundary line and that this was evidenced by their use of the property, such as by the fact 
that the Johnsons never used the property north of the fence, that they closed off their 
gate in the fence sometime before 1975, and Clifford Johnson rebuilt the fence in the 
same location as his first fence. The Court found the use of the property north of the 
fence by Plaintiff Jean Coleman and her guests, such as the parking of their vehicles, the 
placement of the clothesline, and other uses to be consistent with the fence marking the 
boundary line. Therefore, the Court should find that Plaintiffs have proved their claim of 
an implied boundary by agreement. 
' 
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D. The Order for Rule 54(b) certification is improper in this case and should 
be withdrawn. 
Plaintiff Boyd-Davis respectfully requests that the Court withdraw its 54(b) 
Certification until such time as it is able to consider the parties' arguments on the issue 
and reschedule a hearing on the motion. Defendants Bakers filed their Motion for 54(b) 
Certification nearly a year ago and Plaintiffs filed an opposition to the motion. The 
motion was set to be heard by the Court on January 4, 2012, but the Court postponed the 
hearing until it could first decide other preliminary issues. A hearing on the motion was 
never rescheduled and the parties have not been afforded an opportunity to present their 
arguments to the Court. 
I A partial jttdgment should be certified as final ONLY "in the 
infrequent harsh case" in order to avoid a hardship or injustice which 
might result if an appeal were de laved until final disposizion of the 
entire case. In that no such hardship o[injustice ·would be suffered in 
this case. a Rule 54(b) certification is improper and it should be 
withdrawn. 
In Aferchants, Inc. v. Intermountain Industries. Inc., 97 Idaho 890, 892, 556 P.2d 
366, 368 (1976), the Idaho Supreme Court explained the policy behind Rule 54(b). It 
stated: 
The policy issues at stake were elucidated in Southland Produce Company 
v. Belson, [96 Idaho 776, 536 P.2d 1126 (1975)]. We observed there that 
Rule 54(b) was adopted to overcome the 'single judicial unit theory' 
which seriously inconvenienced persons involved in multi-party or 
multiple claim actions by forcing them to await the adjudication of 'the 
whole case and every matter in controversy in it' before being allowed to 
appeal. This is the 'affirmative aspect' of Rule 54(b ), which was designed 
to liberalize the appeals process. 
But the Rule's 'negative aspect'-with its two express demands for a valid 
certification-is equally important. The rights of a litigant to a speedy 
appeal and to a clear-cut indication of when his right to appeal begins are 
not the sole policy considerations at stake. The court must also be 
concerned lest, as was said in Southland Produce Company v. Belson, 
supra, ' ... permitting an appeal from a partial summary judgment might 
produce several appeals some of which might be unnecessary.' 
(Emphasis added). 
In this case, although there were initially multiple parties, the only remaining 
parties are Defendants Bakers and the Plaintiffs. Although it was necessary for the Court 
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to detemiine mvnership of the Disputed Property before it could address the issues of 
trespass, timber trespass, and damages, now that title to the Disputed Property has been 
quieted in Plaintiffs, it is fitting that the Court proceed with the final stage of the 
litigation on these claims that are directly related to the ownership issue. 
In Pichon v. L J Broekemeier, Inc., 99 Idaho 598, 602, 586 P.2d 1042, 1046 
(1978), the Idaho Supreme Court explained that "Idaho's Rule 54(b) is patterned after the 
federal rule as it was amended in 1946." The Court explained the reasoning behind the 
implementation of that Rule as follows: 
The Committee Note accompanying the 1946 amendment of the federal 
rule stated that partial dispositions should be certified as final only "in the 
infrequent harsh case" in order to avoid an injustice which might result if 
an appeal were delayed until final disposition of the entire case. Except 
where an injustice would result from denial of an immediate appeal, Rule 
54(b) was not intended to abrogate the general rule against piecemeal 
appeals. The proper standard for determining whether to make Rule 54(b) 
certifications was stated by the late Judge Hastie of the Third Circuit. He 
said: 
(O)rdinarily an application for a Rule 54(b) order requires 
the trial judge to exercise considered discretion, weighing 
the overall policy against piecemeal appeals against 
whatever exigencies the case at hand may present. Indeed, 
the draftsmen of this Rule have made explicit their thought 
that it would serve only to authorize "the exercise of a 
discretionary power to afford a remedy in the infrequent 
harsh case .... " 28 U.S. C.A, Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure 118-119 note. It follows that 54(b) orders should 
not be entered routinely or as a courtesy or accommodation 
to counsel. The power which the Rule confers upon the trial 
judge should be used only "in the infrequent harsh case" as 
an instrument for the improved administration of justice 
and the more satisfactory disposition of litigation in the 
light of the public policy indicated by statute and rule. 
(Emphasis added). 
Defendants Bakers, in their request for Rule 54(b) certification, do not assert that 
they would be "seriously inconvenienced" should the Court deny their request They do 
not present any argument that they would suffer injustice if the Court denied their 
request. Thev simplv present argument that allowirnz an appeaJ at this time is. to them at 
least. "lo2:ical." As Plaintiff Bovd-Davis argues herein. however. Plaintiffs would suffer 
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additional hardship if the Court grants Defendants' motion. It would be unjust to 
Plaintiffs to prolong this process. 
Additionally, permitting an appeal now on the issue of ownership would not avert 
an additional appeal from any judgment from the damages phase of the triaL As reasoned 
by the Supreme Court in the Aferchants, Inc. case, permitting an appeal from this first 
phase "might produce several appeals some of which might be unnecessary." 
This case simply does not meet the "infrequent harsh case" standard. The overall 
policy is against piecemeal appeals. As such, Defendants motion should be denied. 
2 A de laved damage award would cause harm to Plaintiffs because 
interest accrues on a damages mrnrd once judgment has been entered. 
but i(no judgment for damages can be made until an appeal process 
has been completed. plaintiffs could lose potentiallv'two vears or more 
of interest that vvould otherwise accrue during the appellate stage. 
Plaintiffs have been damaged by Defendants' actions and should not be required 
to delay an award for the damages they have suffered until a later date, prolonging their 
ability to collect on an award of damages due to them. If judgment on damages is 
delayed until the appeal process is completed, vvhich could easily be two years or longer, 
Plaintiffs will be prejudiced by not at least accruing interest on the judgment for damages 
to \Vhich they assert they are entitled but upon vvhich they are unable to collect. 
Idaho Code 28-22-104(2) provides that "The legal rate of interest on money due 
on the judgment of any competent court or tribunal shall be the rate of five percent (5%) 
plus the base rate in effect at the time of entry of the judgment." However, Plaintiffs are 
not entitled to pre-judgment interest on any damage award this Court may make. "It is 
settled lavv in Idaho that pre-judgment interest is available only when damages are 
liquidated or are ascertainable by mere mathematical process." Bouten Const. Co. v. HF 
Afagnuson Co., 133 Idaho 756, 762, 992 P.2d 75L 757 (1999). In the case of Boel v. 
Stevvart Title Guar. Co., 137 Idaho 9, 17, 43 P.3d 768, 776 (2002), although the Court 
found that the damaged party had "clearly suffered some amount of damages prior to the 
time they brought suit," because "the actual amount of damage was not ascertainable 
until the jury returned its verdict," the Supreme Court affirmed the district court's 
decision to deny the claim for pre-judgment interest. 
Because Plaintiffs have already suffered as a result of Defendants' actions over 
the past several years, they should be adequately compensated for the damages they have 
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suffered. In delaying the collection of an award of damages due to them, they should at 
least be able to begin to accrue interest on such delayed award. 
3. Delaving the trial on the damages issue further prejudices Plaintiffs 
because such delay could result in two appeals. delaving the 
termination of this case for perhaps as long as four years or more. 
In Brinkmeyer v. Brinkmeyer, 135 Idaho 596, 598, 21 P.3d 918, 921 (2001), the 
Idaho Supreme Court stated that ''[t]he purpose of Rule 54(b) is to avoid piecemeal 
appeals." 
Delaying the trial on the damages issue until after an appeal on the liability issue 
would further prejudice Plaintiffs because Defendants (or even Plaintiffs) could then 
appeal the judgment of the Court on. the second stage of the trial as well. Such a situation , 
would require t\vo appeals, a process that could easily extend this process another four 
years or more and unnecessarily cost the Plaintiffs substantial extra costs and potential 
attorneys' fees for two appeals. 
Based upon Defendants' apparent willingness and desire to litigate every possible 
issue and continually prolong this case, Plaintiff Boyd-Davis believes the likelihood of 
Defendants pursuing a second appeal is great, if for no other reason than simply to 
prolong this process, cause Plaintiffs to spend additional money, and attempt to make 
their lives miserable. (Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis filed November 28, 2011, ii 2). 
Defendant Tim Baker warned Plaintiffs before this suit was even filed that he was "gonna 
take [them] for every1hing [they] got" and that he was "gonna f---in' drain [them]." He 
told them he was going to "make somebody's life miserable cause [he has] all the 
money." (Affidavit of Brian Davis filed November 28, 2011, ir 2) 
It, therefore, makes more sense to commence the damages stage at this time, enter 
a final judgment for the entire case and, if an appeal is brought that the appeal be brought 
on any and all issues at once in a single appeal, thereby avoiding unnecessarily 
prolonging this case and wasting the resources of the courts. 
20 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration 
1158 
4. Because the parties were unaware of the Court's intent to bifurcate the 
trial until the day of trial. the parties had prepared to present evidence 
on damages at trial ... which included hiring experts. By delaving the 
damages stage until after the appeal process would prejudice 
Plaintiffs because their expert's memorv will have faded significantlv 
bv that time and there is no guarantee their expert will even still be 
available to testify at such unknown future time. 
At the time of trial in March 2011, the parties were unaware that this would be a 
bifurcated trial. As such, Plaintiffs had prepared to present their entire case, including the 
damages stage. Two years ago in the autumn of 20 I 0, they hired an expert witness to 
assess the damage made by Defendants to their property. Their expert was prepared to 
present testimony on the damages to Plaintiffs' property during the trial in the spring of 
f • 
2011. (Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis filed November 28, 2011, ~ 3) If Defendants 
appeal this matter prior to the trial court hearing the damages stage, Plaintiffs will be 
prejudiced by virtue of the fact that should Defendants fail to prevail on appeal, which 
Plaintiff Bovd-Davis believes is likelv. then the trial on the damages stage would likelv 
.,; ..; u ......, .,/ 
not commence until at least 2014 or perhaps 2015, several years after their expert viewed 
a.Dd assessed their damaged property in the fall of 2010. The more time that passes, the 
more his memory of the facts will have faded. Additionally, there is no guarantee that 
their expert \Vill still be available to testif)· at such a late date in the future. At this point, 
and even more so years into the future, if the Plaintiffs were forced to obtain a different 
expert, it would not be possible to adequately assess the damages to Plaintiffs' property 
caused by Defendants' acts in March and April of 2010 when the Defendants engaged in 
the acts of erecting the chain link fence and tearing up their land. (Affidavit of Terri 
Boyd-Davis filed November 28, 201 L fl 4) It could, additionally, cause Plaintiffs to 
unnecessarily incur additional cost in procuring another expert witness. 
5. Under Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. the Court mav direct entrv ofa 
final judgment ONLY upon an express determination that there is not 
just reason for delay. 
LR.C.P. 54(b) provides in pertinent part that: 
[T]he court may direct the entry of a final judgment upon one or more but 
less than all of the claims or parties only upon an express determination 
that t~ere is no just reason for de lay and upon an express dire.ction for the 
entry of the judgment. In the absence of such determination and direction, 
any order or other form of decision, however designated, which 
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adjudicates less than all the claims or the rights and liabilities of less than 
all the parties shall not terminate the actions as to any of the claims or 
parties. 
(Emphasis added). 
For the reasons presented herein, Plaintiff Boyd-Davis submits to this Court that 
to certify the judgment as final and to allow Defendants to pursue their appeal would be 
unjust and, thus, Plaintiff Boyd-Davis does not believe that it would be possible for the 
Court to make an express determination that there is no just reason for delay. 
In fact, Defendants have shmvn by their words and their actions not only 
throughout this litigation but also prior to the commencement of this lawsuit, that they are 
intent on dragging this legal battle on as long as necessary. From the first tirrie Plaintiffs 
encountered Defendant Tim Baker in the early autumn of 2008, he told them he was 
"going to make somebody's life miserable" and threatened to take their money. 
Certifying the partial judgment as final effectively allmvs Defendants to continue their 
professed and unrelenting mission of at least attempting to make Plaintiffs' lives 
miserable. Plaintiff Boyd-Davis, on the other hand, desires to bring this matter to a close 
at the earliest opportunity. 
This is not the "infrequent harsh case" where injustice would result if an appeal 
were delayed. The partial judgment does not warrant a Rule 54(b) certification, and it 
should be withdrawn. 
CONCLUSION 
Plaintiff Boyd-Davis asks this Court to issue a ruling on the Plaintiffs' easement 
claims in light of its recent ruling that leaves an area of the Disputed Property upon which 
the easement road lies outside the property which the Court quieted in the Plaintiffs. 
Boyd-Davis also urges this Court to reassess the facts and law it relied upon in 
denying Plaintiffs' claim for a boundary by agreement. Boyd-Davis asserts that this 
Court erred in determining that the Plaintiffs had not proved their claim for a boundary 
by agreement by not properly considering the conduct of the adjoining landowners as 
evidence of their implied agreement. 
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Boyd-Davis also respectfully requests that the Court withdraw its Order for 54(b) 
Certification of the partial judgment entered in this matter based upon her arguments 
herein that such certification is improper in this case because it does not meet the 
standard required for such certification, specifically that this is not the "infrequent harsh 
case" wherein hardship or injustice would result if an appeal were delayed until final 
disposition of the entire case. 
DATED this ~ay of September 2012. 
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1. Timothy and Carol Baker, Appellants, appeal against Terri Boyd-Davis, Bria 
Davis and Jean Coleman, Respondents, to the Idaho Supreme Court from the PARTIA 
JUDGMENT QUIETING TITLE IN DISPUTED PARCEL OF REAL PROPERTY T 
PLAINTIFFS TERRI BOYD-DAVIS, BRIAN F. DAVIS AND JEAN L. COLEMAN, entere 
in the above-entitled action on the 13th day of September, 2012, the Honorable District Judg 
Steve V erby presiding. 
2. Preliminary Statement of Issues: Appellants intend to assert the followin 
issues on appeal: 
3. 
(a) Did the District Court err in finding that Harry Clark, in drafting the dee 
in question, intended to convey the parcel of land to Jean Coleman that i 
legally described in the Partial Judgment? 
(b) Did the District Court err by failing to apply the doctrine of laches? 
( c) Did the District Court err by failing to enjoin the Plaintiff Terri Boyd 
Davis from the illegal practice of law? 
( d) Did the District Court err in its alternative ruling in finding that th 
Plaintiffs proved adverse possession by written claim over a portion of th 
disputed property. 
Jurisdictional Statement: This is an appeal from a district court matter allegin 
quiet title, adverse possession, boundary by agreement, and trespass and injunction. Appellant 
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and Respondents are owners of adjacent parcels of property ]ocated in Bonner County, Idaho. 
The pay has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgments or orders describe 
in paragraph 1, above, are appealable orders pursuant to Rule 11 (a)(2), I.A.R. 
4. Transcript: 
(a) The Appellant requests the preparation of the reporter's standard transcrip 
as defined in Rule 25(C) I.A.R. supplemented by the follo-wi.ng in electronic format. 
(b) The Appellant requests the preparation of the following supplementa 
portions of the reporter's transcript: 
5. 
• 
• 
• 
Oral argument on trial decision heard before the District Court; ora 
argument on motions for reconsideration. 
Transcript of testimony from the hearing held on May 20, 2010, o 
Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary Restraining Order. 
Transcript of hearing held on February 9, 2011, on Defendants' Motio 
for Preliminary Injunction. 
• Transcript of hearing held on July 6, 2011, on Defendant's Motion fo 
• 
• 
Reconsideration. 
Transcript of hearing held on January 4, 2012, on Defendants' Objectio 
to Proposed Judgment. 
Transcript of hearing held on April 18, 2012, on Proposed Judgment . 
Record. The Appellant requests the following documents to be included 
addition to the clerk's standard record under Rule 28, I.A.R.: 
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a. Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Tempora 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, filed on May 30, 2010; and 
b. Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for T empor 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, filed on May 30, 2010; and 
c. Affidavit of Brian Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Tempora 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, filed on May 30, 2010; and 
d. Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Parti 
Summary Judgment, filed on December 8, 2010; and 
e. Affidavit of Brian Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summ 
Judgment, filed on December 8, 201 O; and 
f. Affidavit of Jean Coleman in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Partia 
Summary Judgment, filed on December 8, 201 O; and 
g. Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of Trial Decision and Motion fo 
Clarification, filed on May 12, 2011; and 
h. Defendants' Memorandum in Support of Motion for Reconsideration of Tria 
Decision and Motion for Clarification, filed on May 12, 2011: and 
i. Defendant Bakers' Objection to Proposed Judgment, filed on November 15, 
2011; and 
J. Defendant Baker's Supplemental Brief in Objection to Plaintiffs' Propose 
Judgment filed on January 20, 2012; and 
k. Memorandum Decision re: Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Propose 
Judgment, filed on July 13, 2012; and 
I. Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Causes of Action 
Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint filed on July 13, 2012. 
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6. Exhibits. The Appellant request the following exhibits to be copied and sent to th 
2 Supreme Court 
3 a. Defendants' Trial Exhibits A through BB, DD through PP, BBB through EEE 
4 GGG, III, JJJ through MMM. 
5 b. Plaintiffs' Trial Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 1 I, 12, 22, 23, 24, 26, 29 
6 30,31,34,42,43,51,8Q81, 82,83,84,85,8~89. 
7 
8 7. Sealed Records. The record has not been sealed by court order. 
9 
10 8. Certification. I, Toby McLaughlin, certify: 
11 (a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on the cou 
12 
reporter. 
13 (b) That the Clerk of the District Court has been paid the estimated fee for th 
14 
preparation of the reporter's transcript upon receipt of such estimate from the Court Reporter. 
15 
(c) That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been paid o 
16 
17 
will be paid upon receipt of such estimate. 
18 
( d) That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
19 
( e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant t 
20 Rule 20. 
21 
22 DATED this 24th day of October, 2012. 
24 
25 
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I 
1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 On October~ 2012, I caused copies of the foregoing document to be served by the 
,., follmving methods on the parties listed below as follows, which is the last known address for the 
-' 
4 Ii sted party: 
5 Terri Boyd-Davis ~y Hand Delivery 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. By U.S. Mail 
6 Hayden, ID 83835 D By Overnight Mail 
7 
Plaintiff D By Facsimile Transmission D Other 
9 
8 Brian F. Davis ~By Hand Delivery 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. By U.S. Mail 
Hayden, ID 83835 D By Overnight Mail 
Plaintiff D By Facsimile Transmission D Other 10 
1 Jean L. Coleman D By Hand Delivery 
2902 N. 5th Ave., QBy U.S. Mail 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 D By Overnight Mail 
Plaintiff D By Facsimile Transmission D Other 
12 
13 
14 
'. \\_r~ ~~~~~ 15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
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2 
3 
4 
II 
D. TOBY McLAUGHLIN, ISB No. 7405 
Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd. 
414 Church Street, Ste 203 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Telephone: (208) 263-4748 
Facsimile: (208) 263-7557 
5 Attorneys for D~fendants Baker 
6 
STATE OF IDAHO cou~nY OF BOHNE[ 
FIRST JUDICIAL 01.., T. 
. znn MAR 1 w 1 P tt: sb 
Mfl.RIE scorr 'J'"., CLERK 01srn1cT co, i\ I 
OEPUlY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FIRST .nJDJCIAL DISTRJCT OF THE 
7 STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
8 TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. DA VIS, 0. CV 2010-00703 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMAN, a 
9 individual, 
10 
1 J 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
MARYPANDREA, an individual; TIMOTHY 
BAKER and CAROL BAKER, husband and 
wife; JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 
P ANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-50, 
inclusive, 
Defendants. 
DEFEND.ANTS' EXHIBIT LIST 
17 COMES NOW, Defendants Timothy Balcer and Carol Baker, through their counsel o 
18 record, Toby McLaughlin of the law firm Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd., and herewith discloses th 
19 I following exhibits they plan to utilize at trial: . , 
NO. . DESCIUPTION . MARKED ADM!TIED . OFFERED ADMITTED REFUSED RESERVE 
20 
A 1979 Tucker Engineering 
21 Consultants Survey · 
B.. · 1981 Tucker Engineering 
22 Consultants Survey 
C 2007 Glahe & Associates Survey · 
23 
D Warranty Deed from Clark to 
24 Coleman executed on October 17, 
1966, instrument number 108277 
25 (D-2) 
E Warranty Deed .from Clark Estate to 
Gilbertson execute;d on Au<>ust 22, 
DEFENDANTS' EXHIBIT LIST - I 
BY DRULJNG 
STIPULATION 
'fllll II 
J I 1983 and recorded on September 1, 1983, instrument number 2748 I 6 2 (D-9). 
F Warranty Deed from Clark to I 
3 I Coleman executed on December 23, 
1970 recorded on December 23, 
4 1970 instrument number 131005 (D-3). 
G Tucker Engineering Consultants' 5 legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C dated July 2, 1981 
6 H Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
legal description for Jean Coleman 
7 track C-1 dated July 2, 1981 
I Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
8 legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C-11 dated July 2, 198J 
9 J Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
10 
track IV dated July 2, 1981 
K Warranty Deed from Johnson to 
Baker executed and recorded on 
11 June 1, 2007, instrument number 
729995 (D-11) 
12 L Warranty Deed from Clark to 
Gilbertson executed on September 
I 3 1, 1961, instrument number ~31'P 
rD-1) 
4 M Warranty Deed from Clark to 
Johnson executed on July 27, 1970 
5 and recorded on April 30, 1971, instrument number 133008 (D-4). 1 
6 N I Warranty Deed from Clark to Johnson executed on December 8, 
1972 and recorded on December 8, 
1 
1 7 1972, instrument number 145668 
(D-5). 
. 18 0 Warranty Deed from Clark to 
Johnson executed on September 3, 
1971 and recorded on April 4, 197 6 
instrument number 156495 (D-6) . 19 
p Warranty Deed McCoy to Johnson 
executed on June 15, 1974 and 20 
recorded on June 15, 1974, 
instrument number 173545 (D-7) 21 
Q Warranty Deed from Coleman to 
Bonner County executed on 22 
September 22, 1980, instrument 
number 233527 (D-8) 
R Warranty Deed from Postak to 
24 Wiltse executed on December 23, 
1991 and recorded on December 30, 
1991, instrument number 399727 
(D~JO) 25 
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II 
l s Letter dated October 12, 1979 from I Richard Tucker to A.C Peck 
2 
T Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
3 Survey diagram dated July 18, 1975 
4 u Tucker Engineering Consultants' Survey diagram dated October 12, 
1976 
5 v Letter dated June 9, 1981 from ., 
Philip Bloom to A.C. Peck 
6 I 
w Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
7 Land Surveying Services Contract 
dated May 15, 1981 
8 x Section of 1979 Tucker Engineering 
Consultants' Survey with Mike 
9 Stewart's handwritten notes. i y Letter dated July 10, 1977 from 
IO 
Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker. 
z Letter dated July 14, 1977 from 
11 Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea 
12 AA I Letter dated November 19, 1976 
from Richard Tucker to Bank of 
13 Idaho I BB Letter dated November 10, 19761 I 
4 from Mary Pandrea to Tucker 
En.!!ineerin,I?; 
5 cc Letter dated May 22, 1979 from I Michael Stewart to Arlos Peck 
6 DD Letter dated July 19, 1977 from A. C I 
Peck to Richard Tucker 
7 
EE Letter dated May 22, 1979 from 
1 8 Richard Tucker to A.C. Peck 
FF Letter dated February 8, 1978 from I Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea 19 
20 GG Letter dated January 31, 1978 from 
21 
·Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker 
HH Letter dated October 12, 1979 from 
Richard Tucker to A.C. Peck ·22 
23 II Letter from June 1, 1979 from A.C. 
Peck to Richard Tucker 
24 
JJ Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
Land Surveying Services Contract 
dated Mav 22, 1979 25 
' 
D EFENDANTS' EXHIBIT LIST - 3 1 1 71 
I 
J KK Letter dated July 26, 1979 from 
A.C. Peck to Richard Tucker with 
2 attached easement 
LL Undated Jetter from Mary Pandrea 
3 to Richard Tucker 
4 1'vfM Letter dated June 6, 1978 from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker 
5 NN Picture showing wooden fence, 
cabin and children 
6 
00 Picture showing wooden fence and 
7 children 
8 pp Picture showing wooden post 
remnant 
9 i QQ Picture showing poles blocking gate 
10 
RR Picture showing damage to gate. 
11 
12 SS Picture showing metal fence posts, 
wire and no trespass signs. I 
3 I 
1 
TT Picture showing road across Baker I 4 property. 
5 uu Picture showing barricade across 
road. 1 
1 6 vv Picture showing fence erected by 
Plaintiffs 
1 7 
WW Picture of beer can attached to fence 
18 ~ 
19 xx Picture of police tape 
• 20 yy Second picture of police tape 
21 
zz 
22 
Picture of vandalism 
.' 
AAA Picture of showing Gilbertson's -
Forest Stewardship Tree Fann 
24 
BBB Clifford and Joan Johnson property 
25 tax records 1972 - 2006 
D EFENDANTS' EXHIBIT LIST - 4 -~ 17'> .. . 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
11 
CCC Timothy and Carol Baker's property 
tax records 2000-201 0 
DDD Bonner County Assessor Map 
EEE Letter dated January 26, 1976 from 
Jean Coleman to All Concerned 
FFF Letter dated November 21, 2008 
from Terri Boyd-Davis to Stephen 
Smith 
GGG Letter dated September 16, 1976 
from Bank of Idaho to the 
I Beneficiaries of Harry F. and Edith E. Clark Trust 
HHH Letter dated August 23, 20 l 0 from 
I I 
Terri Boyd-Davis to Toby 
McLaughlin 9 
IO, 
Ill Letter dated September 4, 1975 
from Bank of Idaho to Mary 
Pandrea J 
ll 
2 
3 
4 
5 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23. 
24 
25 
DATED this { L(~y of March, 2011. 
~· 
BY McLAUGHLIN 
Attorneys for Defendants Baker 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
On March \12011, I caused copies of the foregoing document to be served by the 
following methods on the parties listed below as follows, which is the last lmown address for the 
listed party: 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
Brian f; Davis 
Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Pro Se Plainttff 
Uh Hand Delivery 
EJBy U.S. Mail 
0 By Overnight Mail 
0 By Facsimile Transmission 
0 Other 
~~~~~~~~~~~ 
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' . 
l I 
1 Brian Davis ~y Hand Delivery 
12738 N. Strahorn Road y U.S. Mail 
2 Hayden, ID 83835 D By Overnight Mail 
3 
D By Facsimile Transmission 
Pro Se Plaintiff D Other 
4 
Jean Coleman 1 ~-y Hand Delivery 
5 12738 N. Strahorn Road By U.S. Mail 
Hayden, ID 83835 D By Overnight Mail 
6 D By Facsimile Transmission 
Pro Se Plaintiff 0 Other 
7 
John Pandrea D ,rv Hand D~livery 
8 P. 0. Box 1052 [d y U.S. Mrul 
9 
Mountain View, HI 96721 D By Overnight Mail 
D By Facsimile Transmission 
10 D Other 
1] 
12 ~~J!\JJ2~ 13 
.._1Stephallie G. A.lien 
14 
15 
6 
7 
8 
1 9 
2 0 
21 
-
22 > 
2A 
25 
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Terri Boyd-Davis 
Brian Davis 
12738 N. StrahomRd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Telephone: 208-659-5967 
Jean Coleman 
2902 N. 51h Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Plaintiffs in Pro Se 
IV V. V j I / 1 , / / .I 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRl BOYD-DAVIS and BRIAN F. ) Case No: CV2010-0703 
DAVIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. ) 
COLEMAN, an individual, ) PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 
P ANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-
50, inclusive, 
) EXHIBIT LIST 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
n,) r 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the rN ,,..-day of 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoin 
PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED EXHIBIT LIST 
Toby McLaughlin [ ] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd, [ ] Hand Delivered 
414 Church Street, Ste 203 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 ~ Facsimile: 208-263-7557 
Attorney for Defendants Timothy and Carol 
Baker & Nellie and James Gilbertson 
John Pandrea 'f:>4. U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
P.O. Box 1052 [ ] Hand Delivered 
Mountain View, HI 96771 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Defendant [ ] Facsimile: 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List 1176 
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UST OF EXHIBITS · 
CASE NO.; CVl0-0703 TRIAL DATE: March 28, 2011 · 
TITLE OF CASE: Boyd-Davis, et al. v. Pandrea 1 et al. 
SUBMITTING PARTY'; Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, Brian Davis1 and Jean Coleman 
PLAINTIFF'S AMENDED EXHIBITS (NUMBERS) 
NO. DESCRIPTION MARK ED ADMITTED BY OFFER ED AOMITT ED fl.EFUS ED RfSER VED 
STIPULATION RULING 
Deed from Wade H. Simpson to Harry F. 
1 Clark dated 811211947, No. 25111 x 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. and Edith E. 
Clark lo Jean L. Coleman dated 
2 10/17/1966, No. 106277 x 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. and Edith E. 
Clark to Jean Coleman dated 12123/1970, 
3 No. 131005 x 
Warranty Deed from Jean Coleman lo 
Bonner County, Idaho dated 9/22/1980, 
4 No. 233527 x 
Quitclaim Dssd from Jean Coleman to 
Brian F. Davis and Terri Lynn Boyd-Davis 
5 dated 611112009, No. 774089 x 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. & Edith E. 
Clark to Clifford A & Joan A Johnson 
6 dated 7/2711970, No. 133008 x 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. & Edllh E. 
Clark lo Clifford A & Joan A Johnson x x 7 dated 913/1971, No. 156495 x 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. & Edith E. 
Clark to Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
B dated 12/6/1972, No. 145668 x 
Warranty Deed from Donald & Ethel 
McCoy to Clifford A & Joan A. Johnson 
9 daled 6/1511974, No. 173545 x 
Warranty Deed from Clifford A. & Joan A. 
Johnson lo Timothy & Carol Baker dated 
10 6/01/2007, No. 729995 x 
Warranty Desd from Harry F. and Edith E. 
Clark to James & Neflie Gilbertson dated 
11 12/1/1961, No. 83117 x 
Warranty Deed from Bank of Idaho (In 
Trust) lo James & Nellie Giibertson dated 
12 8/22/1983, No. 274816 x 
Survey for Harry Clark Eslales dated 
13 7/ 3/1979, No. 223083 x 
Su rvey for Jean L. Coleman & Clark 
14 Es tals dated 6/26/1981, No. 249090 x 
Page 1 o(f} 1 7 7 
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UST OF EXHIBITS 
Record of Survey for Tim Baker dated 
15 11/26/2007, No. 741564 x 
Stratton land Services. Inc. Expert Re port 
16 dated 12121/2010 
Letter from Mary Pandrea to Richard 
17 Tucker dated 7/10/1977 x 
Letter from Richard Tucker to Bank of 
10 Idaho dated 10/12/1979 x 
Letter from Philip Bloom lo Bank of Idaho 
19 dated 6/9/1981 x 
Land Surveying Services Contract 
between Bank of Idaho Trustee and 
Tucker Engineering Consullants dated 
20 5/1511981 x 
Legal Descriptions - Jean Coleman, 
Including Tract C-1, C-11, and JV dated 
21 7/2/1981 x 
Copy of Coleman Warranty Deed wilh :/ 
22 hand-written comments ' 
Copy of hand.drawn unrecorded survey of \( ~ 23 Richard Tucker / 
24 Copy of hand·drawn preliminary survey ·x >>< 
Glahe & Associates Expert Report by 
25 David Evans dated 1/26/2011 
Record of survey for Tim Baker 
superimposed over sateJlite photo or 
26 property x 
Glahe & Associates Invoice No. 5273 lo 
27 Tim Baker dated 1216/2007 x 
Right-of-Way Easement from Jean 
Coleman to Northern Lights. Inc. dated 
28 5{6/1993 x 
29 2009 aerial photograph of subject property x 
30 2004 aerial photograph of subject property x 
31 1996 aerial photociraph of subject property x A,_ ~ , 
Letter from Stephen Smith lo Jean )( ~ )\ 32 Coleman dated 101212008 
Letter from Stephen Smith to Jean ~ 11. ~ 33 Coleman dated 11112/2008 
X - except lor 
x-top photo on x 34 Hi storical photos 1970s pg.2 
35 Ph olos 2000s - defendants' use of property 
36 Ph otos 2000s - plaintiffs' use of property 
37 Pho los re damaoe x -y 
Page 2 1 • 
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38 Photos re aftermath of damage 
39 Pliolos re fence evidence 
40 Photos re road on Disputed Property 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
Pnoto re embankment 
Bonnsr County Assessment Records on 
Coleman Property dated from 1996-2010 
Tax Bills end Receipts for Coleman 
Property for vears 1993-2010 
Bob Kamp photo album 1990s 
Bob Kamp photos 1990s 
Fence rebuild photos 
Security camera photos 
Bonner County Sheriff Report regarding 
report made on 4/16/2010 
Audio recording of telephone conversation 
between Deputy Mike Miracle and Mary 
Pandrea on 4/21/2010 (*copy not yet 
provided - waiting on CD from Prosecutor's 
49 Office; will provide once obtained) 
DeposlUon lranscripl of Joan Johnson 
50 dated 7/16/2010 
Clifford & Joan Johnson personal rerords 
51 or tax payments on propertv 
Real Estate Purchase and Sale 
Agreement between Johnson's & Bakers 
52 dated 4/13/2007 
RE-11 Addendum #2 between Johnson's 
53 & Bakers dated 4/30/2007 
Letter from Nathan Olsen to Cliff and Mary 
54 Johnson dated 614/2008 
Leiter from Rex Finney to Nathan Olsen 
55 dated 6/9/2008 
Letter from Nathan Olsen to Rex Finney 
56 daled 7/21/2001l 
Leller from Stephan Smith lo Rex Finney 
57 dated 6110/2009 
Leiter from Rex Finney to Stephen Smilh 
58 dated 9/2/2009 
Agreement between Johnsons and Bakers 
59 dated July 2009 
Affidavit of Clifford and Joan Johnson 
60 dated 11/3/2009 
Deposition transcript of Clifford Johnson 
61 dated 7/16/2010 
Idaho Fish & Game citation lo Clifford 
62 Johnson dated 11117/03 
63 Baker discovery responses dated 7116/10 
UST OF EXHIBITS 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS 
64 Baker discovery responses dated 11/1 3/10 
65 110 Baker discovery responses dated 12130 
66 Baker discovery responses dated 2118/11 
67 Baker discovery responses dated 3/11/11 
68 Baker 2009 lncome tax returns x 
Letter lrom Mary Pandraa lo Stephen 
69 Smith dated 12/13/2008 
Letter from Mary Pandrea to Stephen 
70 Smilh dated 216/2009 
Letter lrom Mary Pandrea lo Stephen 
71 Smith dated 216/2009 
Handwritten Statement of Facts - Rebuttal 
72 of Mary Pandrea 
Mary Pandrea responses to Request for 
73 Admissions 
Letter from Neille Gilbertson to Tim and 
74 Carol Baker 
Letter Imm Nellie Gilbertson lo Stephen 
75 Smith dated 2112/2009 
Email lrom Nellie Gilbertson to Stephen 
76 Smilh dated 4/1/2009 
Neille Giibertson discovery responses 
77 dated 5/28110 
Nellie Gilbertson discovery responses 
78 dated 12/15/10 
Deposilion lranscript of Nellie Gilbertson 
79 dated B/13/2010 
Letter from Bonner County Assessor to 
Terri Boyd-Davis with enclosures daled 
2128/2011 (including letter from TBD with 
80 ques Uons addressed) x 
Bonner County Real Property Valuation 
Records on Coleman Property dated from 
81 1977-2010 x 
Copy or parcel map from Bonner County 
82 Assessor's office x 
83 Drawing of lots In T59N, R2W, Seclion 11 x 
Va luation Summary Sheet from Bonner 
Co unty Assessor or Coleman Property 
B4 da led 3/4/2011 x 
Va lualion Summary Sheet from Bonner 
Co unty Assessor of Baker Property dated 
85 314 /2011 x 
Page 11 Rn 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS 
Tax Yransacllon Details from years 2000· 
2010 provided by Bonner County Assessor 
86 on Coleman Prooertv x 
Peregrine Tree & Landscape Expert 
87 Report dated 1212012010 
88 Grace Tree Service Report dated 2127111 
Tax Bifls/Recelpls from years 2001-2010 
provided by Bonner Counly Assessor on 
89 Coleman Prooertv x 
Audio recording or verbal auack on Ethel 
Boyd and T errl Boyd-Davis by Mary 
90 Pandrea. September 2008 
Audio recording of verbal attack on Brian 
Davis and friends by Tim Baker, 
91 September 2008 
Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson dated March 
9, 2009 (copy a part of and attached to 
g2 Exhibit 57 above) x 
Affidavit of Mary Pandrea dated April 23, 
2009 (copy a part of and attached to 
93 Exhibit 57 above) x 
Quitclaim Deed from Nellie J, Gilbertson 
and Mary E. Pandrea, Trustees of the 
Harry F. Clark Trust Lo Maurice L Griggs 
and Karen G. Griggs daled 6/13/2008, No. 
94 753244 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. DA VIS, 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMAN, 
an individual, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
MARY PANDREA, an individual; TIMOTHY ) 
BAKER and CAROL BAKER, husband and ) 
wife; JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE ) 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN ) 
PANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-50, ) 
inclusive, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, ) 
husband and wife; and JAMES GILBERTSON ) 
and NELLIE GILBERTSON, husband and wife,) 
) 
Counterclaimants, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. DA VIS, ) 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMAN, ) 
an individual, ) 
) 
Counterdefendants. ) 
CASE NO. CV-2010-0000703 
SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION re: 
REMAINING LIABILITY CAUSES 
OF ACTION IN PLAINTIFFS' 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND 
ORDER re: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
FOR RECONSIDERATION OF 
RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATE 
SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION and ORDER re: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 1 
1182-
The plaintiffs proved the material elements necessary to establish an 
implied easement and a prescriptive easement. Therefore, an easement exists in 
favor of the plaintiffs over the small portion of the road that traverses the 
"Disputed Property." 
In light of Clifford Johnson's testimony as to the circumstances 
surrounding the fence's original location, the earlier finding that there was no 
express or implied agreement fixing the fence line as a boundary remains in 
effect. 
There are compelling reasons why the Rule 54(b) certification should be 
granted. Therefore, it will not be withdrawn. 
I. PROCEDURALBACKGROUND 
On July 13, 2012, a Memorandum Decision re: Defendant's Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment (hereafter, "Quiet Title Decision") and a Memorandum Decision re: 
Remaining Liability Causes of Action in Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint (hereafter, 
"Liability Decision") were entered. Thereafter, the plaintiffs conducted a new survey and 
submitted a proposed judgment to the Court containing a legal description consistent with the 
findings set forth in the Quiet Title Decision. On September 13, 2012, a "Partial Judgment 
Quieting Title in Disputed Parcel of Real Property to Plaintiffs Terri Boyd-Davis, Brian F. Davis 
and Jean L. Coleman" was entered, together with a Rule 54(b) Certificate. 1 
On September 26, 2012, Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis filed a "Motion for Reconsideration 
of the Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Causes of Action in Plaintiffs' Third 
Amended Complaint and Objection to 54(b) Certification of Partial Judgment." Ms. Boyd-Davis 
raises three issues for reconsideration. First, she contends that the Court's findings in the Quiet 
Title Decision have made it necessary to decide the plaintiffs' cause of action for an easement 
1 On October 25, 2012, Defendants Timothy and Carol Baker filed a Notice of Appeal of the Partial Judgment Quieting Title. On 
October 30, 2012, the Idaho Supreme Court issued an Order Remanding to District Court, which suspended the appeal until entry 
by this Court of a final judgment as required by Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54(a). An Amended Order Remanding to District 
Court was issued on November 5, 2012, which further instructed that the Partial Judgment be accompanied by a Rule 54(b) 
Certificate. This Court entered the Partial Judgment Quieting Title on November 29, 2012, with a Rule 54(b) Certificate attached 
thereto. Said judgment reflects the findings of fact and conclusions of law set forth in this Supplemental Decision and Order. 
SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION and ORDER re: PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION - 2 
1183 
across a portion of the "Disputed Property." Second, she requests that the Court reconsider its 
ruling that the plaintiffs did not prove a boundary agreement by acquiescence existed between 
the plaintiffs and Defendants Timothy and Carol Bakers' predecessors in title, Clifford and Joan 
Johnson. Lastly, she asks the Court to withdraw its Rule 54(b) Certificate. 
Upon consideration of the briefs submitted, as well as the oral arguments of Ms. Boyd-
Davis and counsel for the Bakers, together with the evidence admitted at trial, the following 
Supplemental Decision and Order are issued. 
II. EASEMENT 
A. The Cause of Action 
In their Third Amended Complaint, the plaintiffs set forth the Easement Cause of Action 
as follows: 
25. Plaintiffs have an easement located upon and across the westerly 
portion running north and south, of the property owned by the Gilbertson's [sic] 
and which turns in an easterly direction toward the Disputed Property, running 
east and west upon and across the Disputed Property, which then turns north 
toward the Coleman Property, running north and south upon and across the 
Disputed Property to the Coleman Property ("Easement"). 
26. Plaintiffs have used said Easement road hereinabove referenced 
continuously, openly, notoriously, and without interruption for over thirty-nine 
(39) years for access to both the Disputed Property and the Coleman Property. 
27. In the alternative to the foregoing paragraph, Plaintiffs have an 
Easement of Record, or by implication as the case may be, upon and across the 
Gilbertson's property and the Disputed Property. 
28. Plaintiffs currently use the Easement road hereinabove referenced 
across the Gilbertson's property and the Disputed Property for ingress and egress 
to the Coleman Property.2 
Third Amended Complaint (February 23, 2011 ), at pp. 6-7. 
2 The Easement Cause of Action against the Gilbertsons appears to have been resolved through a Mediated Settlement 
Agreement between the plaintiffs and Defendants James and Nellie Gilbertson. See Affidavit of Toby McLaughlin in Support of 
Motion and Memorandum to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens, Exhibit A (filed on November IO, 2011 ). 
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B. Applicable Law 
1. The Requirements for Establishing an Express Easement (Easement of Record) 
Machado v. Ryan, 153 Idaho 212, 280 P.3d 715 (2012), states: 
Express easements may be created by either reservation or exception. 
Akers I, 142 Idaho at 301, 127 P.3d at 204 (citing 7 Thompson on Real Property, 
Thomas Edition § 60.03(a)(2)(i) (David A. Thomas ed., 1994)). "An express 
easement by reservation reserves to the grantor some new right in the 
property being conveyed; an express easement by exception operates by 
withholding title to a portion of the conveyed property." Id Because an 
express easement is an interest in real property, it "may only be created by a 
written instrument." Tower Asset Sub Inc. v. Lawrence, 143 Idaho 710, 714, 152 
P.3d 581, 585 (2007) (citing Shultz v. Atkins, 97 Idaho 770, 773, 554 P.2d 948, 
951 (1976)). At a minimum, a valid express easement must identify the land 
subject to the easement and express the intent of the parties. Hodgins v. Sales, 
139 Idaho 225, 233, 76 P.3d 969, 977 (2003) (citing Nw. Pipeline Corp. v. 
Forrest Weaver Farm, Inc., 103 Idaho 180, 181, 646 P.2d 422, 423 (1982)). 
Thus, while specific words are not required to create an express easement, 
the writing must make clear the parties' "intention to establish a servitude." 
Coward, 150 Idaho at 287, 246 P.3d at 396 (quoting Capstar Radio Operating 
Co. v. Lawrence, 143 Idaho 704, 707, 152 P.3d 575, 578 (2007) ( Capstar I)). 
While the deed does state that the conveyance is "subject to" an easement, 
we have held that this kind of language is "not evidence of a grantor's intent to 
reserve or except an easement," but merely "an attempt to create an exception to 
the grantor's warranties of title and quiet enjoyment and thereby limit the grantor's 
potential liability." Akers I, 142 Idaho at 301, 127 P.3d at 204; Birdwood Subdiv. 
Homeowners' Ass'n, Inc. v. Bulotti Const., Inc., 145 Idaho 17, 21, 175 P.3d 179, 
183 (2007). Thus, language in a deed providing that the conveyance is 
"subject to" easements of record does not in itself reserve an easement .... 
Id at---, 218 P.3d at 721. (Emphasis supplied). 
2. The Material Elements Required for Proof of an Easement by Implication 
Coward v. Hadley, 150 Idaho 282, 246 P.3d 391 (2010), states: 
There are two kinds of implied easements: those implied by prior use 
and those implied by reasonable necessity. Bear Island Water Ass'n, Inc. v. 
Brown, 125 Idaho 717, 725, 874 P.2d 528, 536 (1994). Both require unity of 
title or ownership and a subsequent separation by grant of the dominant 
estate. Id For an easement implied by prior use, there must also be 
continuous use long enough to show that the use was intended to be 
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permanent and that the easement was "reasonably necessary" for the 
enjoyment of the dominant estate at the time of severance. Akers v. 
Mortensen, 147 Idaho 39, 45-46, 205 P.3d 1175, 1181-82 (2009); see also 
Thomas v. Madsen, 142 Idaho 635, 638, 132 P.3d 392, 395 (2006) (describing the 
elements of this claim). To prove an easement implied by necessity, the claimant 
must show even more: "necessity of the easement at the time of severance" as 
well as "great present necessity for the easement." Bear Island Water Ass'n, 125 
Idaho at 725, 874 P.2d at 536. Thus, both implied-easement claims require that 
the easement was at least reasonably necessary for the beneficial use of the 
dominant estate at the time of severance. 
Id at 288, 246 P.3d at 397. (Emphasis supplied). 
3. The Material Elements Required for Proof of an Easement by Prescription 
Beckstead v. Price, 146 Idaho 57, 190 P.3d 876 (2008), states: 
The requirements for a prescriptive easement have been clearly 
established in Idaho: 
A party seeking to establish the existence of an easement by prescription "must 
prove by clear and convincing evidence use of the subject property, which is 
characterized as: (1) open and notorious; (2) continuous and uninterrupted; (3) 
adverse and under a claim of right; (4) with the actual or imputed knowledge of 
the owner of the servient tenement (5) for the statutory period." Hodgins v. Sales, 
139 Idaho 225, 229, 76 P.3d 969, 973 (2003). 
Id at 62, 190 P.3d at 881. (Emphasis supplied). 
C. Analysis 
1. The "Disputed Property" 
In its Quiet Title Decision, the Court altered its previous decision of April 28, 2011, as to 
the location of the western boundary of the property quieted in the plaintiffs, stating: 
Because a finding was made in the trial decision that it was Harry Clark's intent 
to convey land up to the fence line, as reflected by Mr. Stratton's Figure 6, it is 
now determined that the western boundary line of the disputed parcel is also in 
accord with Mr. Stratton's interpretation of the Coleman deeds, as reflected by 
Figure 6. 
Memorandum Decision re: Defendant's Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment (July 13, 
2012), at p. 8. 
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Figure 1 
Ms. Boyd-Davis argues that the plaintiffs have met all of the elements required to 
establish a prescriptive and/or implied easement over the portion of the road indicated in Figure 
1 above.3 
2. There is No Easement of Record. 
The 1970 deed of conveyance from Harry and Edith Clark to Jean Coleman does not 
contain any language which can be construed as evidence of the Clarks' intent either to reserve 
or except an easement for Jean Coleman. Accordingly, the plaintiffs' claim for an express 
easement or "easement of record" fails. 
3 
"Road" and "driveway" are used interchangeably in this decision. 
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3. The Plaintiffs Have Proven Their Right to an Implied Easement Over the Small 
Portion of the Road That Traverses the "Disputed Propertv." 
Ms. Boyd Davis asserts that it is undisputed that the plaintiffs' and the Bakers' parcels 
were both originally owned by the same parties, Harry and Edith Clark. The parcel now owned 
by the plaintiffs was severed from the parcel upon which the road lies in 1970. It was 
established at trial that the road was in existence at the time of the severance of the parcels in 
1970. Ms. Boyd-Davis and the two other plaintiffs contend that the trial testimony proved that 
Harry Clark and Jean Coleman used the road continuously, and that such use was so obvious that 
it was intended to be permanent. Lastly, Ms. Boyd-Davis argues that use of the road was 
reasonably necessary at the time of severance because the trial testimony confirmed that this road 
is and has always been the only road providing access to Jean Coleman's property for over 35 
years. Further, the Coleman property is substantially lower than the county road that runs along 
its eastern boundary and the property upon which the road lies is surrounded by wetlands with 
the exception of the land to the south of the cabin. For these reasons, Ms. Boyd-Davis claims 
that the plaintiffs have met all the elements necessary to prove an easement by implication. 
Conversely, the Bakers argue that that the plaintiffs' claim for an implied easement fails 
for lack of proof of hostility and continuous use. Specifically, the Bakers contend that there is a 
lack of direct evidence of any particular use of the driveway to access Jean Coleman's property, 
prior to the time of severance. Rather, the plaintiffs have relied primarily on evidence of the use 
of the driveway by Jean Coleman, Bob Kamp, and Mary Pandrea after it was sold to the 
Johnsons in 1971; and that Tim Baker could see the driveway when he purchased the property in 
2007. According to the Bakers, none of this evidence is relevant to the second element of an 
implied easement claim-"continuous use long enough to show that the use was intended to be 
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permanent." They argue that there is a lack of proof because the plaintiffs did not present any 
evidence that Harry Clark accessed the Coleman property specifically, and that he did so 
continuously. 
The first element of an implied easement claim was proven in this case-"unity of title or 
ownership and a subsequent separation by grant of the dominant estate." Regarding the second 
element of continuous use, testimony at trial established continuous use of the road by Harry 
Clark before conveyance of the Coleman parcel, and further use by Jean Coleman afterwards. 
Specifically, Harry Clark's daughter and defense witness Mary Pandrea testified the road had 
been used to access the land where the cabin was placed "probably from the [l 9]50s." Likewise, 
another daughter and defense witness, Nellie Gilbertson, testified that the road had been there for 
"65 years, definitively; perhaps longer." She stated that Harry Clark used the road before the 
conveyance to Jean Coleman and that the road was used thereafter. With respect to the third 
element of reasonable necessity, the Idaho Supreme Court has stated: 
A reasonable necessity for an easement may exist even if the property is 
not landlocked. In determining whether reasonable necessity exists, the district 
court must "balance the respective convenience, inconvenience, costs, and other 
pertinent facts." Thomas v. Madsen, 142 Idaho 635, 638, 132 P.3d 392, 395 
(2006) (citing Eisenbarth v. Delp, 70 Idaho 266, 270, 215 P.2d 812, 814 (1950)) 
Machado v. Ryan, 153 Idaho 212, ---, 280 P.3d 715, 722 (2012). 
Balancing the respective convenience, inconvenience, costs, and other pertinent facts, including 
the topography of the property, the Court finds that a reasonable necessity for the driveway 
easement exists. Accordingly, the Court finds that the plaintiffs have proven an implied 
easement. 
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4. The Plaintiffs Proved Their Right to a Prescriptive Easement Over the Small Portion 
of the Road That Traverses the "Disputed Property." 
Ms. Boyd-Davis argued that a number of witnesses testified at trial that the road and the 
driveway that led to the Coleman property were in place and used at the time (1970) when Harry 
Clark conveyed Jean Coleman's parcel to her. She pointed to the testimony of Defendant 
Timothy Baker at trial that he was aware that the plaintiffs' cabin, the driveway, and the fence 
had been at their present location for many years before he purchased the property from the 
Johnsons. Ms. Boyd-Davis maintains that the plaintiffs' improvements were in plain sight and 
obvious, as was the plaintiffs' use of the property. The driveway has served Jean Coleman's 
property since 1970 and has been used as the sole means of access to the property. After the 
Johnsons purchased their property from Jean Coleman's parents, the road continued to be used 
by Jean Coleman and her invitees. 
Conversely, the Bakers argue that at the time Jean Coleman acquired her property in 
1970, the land upon which the driveway is located was owned by her parents, the Clarks, who 
were blood relatives, and thus, the use of the driveway by Jean Coleman was "presumptively 
with permission of the true owner." Berg v. Fairman, 107 Idaho 441, 443, 69 P.2d 896, 898 
(1994). Further, the road crossed land that was "wild, unenclosed and unimproved" at the time 
the use began, thus, creating the presumption that Jean Coleman's use of the road to access her 
property was permissive. See Chen v. Conway, 121 Idaho 1006, 1010-1011, 829 P.2d 1355, 
1359-1360 (Ct. App. 1991). Thus, the Bakers believe that the plaintiffs' use of the road was 
permissive when it began, and because the plaintiffs have failed to point to any evidence of an 
overt act taken by Jean Coleman by which the Court could find that the use was converted to an 
adverse nature, their claim for a prescriptive easement must fail. 
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After considering the arguments of both parties, the Court finds that the testimony at trial, 
some of which is set forth above, was sufficient to prove by clear and convincing evidence the 
material elements necessary to establish that the plaintiffs' use of the road across the "Disputed 
Property" was "(1) open and notorious; (2) continuous and uninterrupted; (3) adverse and under 
a claim of right; ( 4) with the actual or imputed knowledge of the owner of the servient tenement 
( 5) for the statutory period." Beckstead v. Price, 146 Idaho at 62, 190 P .3d at 881. Accordingly, 
the plaintiffs have proven a prescriptive easement. 
Therefore, an easement exists in favor of the plaintiffs over the small portion of the road 
that traverses the "Disputed Property," as set forth in Figure 1 above. 
III. BOUNDARY BY AGREEMENT/ACQUIESCENCE 
A. Applicable Law 
Cox v. Clanton, 137 Idaho 492, 50 P.3d 987 (2002), presents a fact situation similar to the 
instant case. The facts and procedural background of the Cox case are as follows: 
The plaintiffs bought parcels of land in separate purchases from Merlin 
Sharp (Sharp). Terry and Mindy Maupin purchased land from Sharp in December 
of 1998; the Coxes' purchase occurred in February of 1999. Sharp had acquired 
the land from his parents in 1996, and his parents apparently had acquired it from 
Julius Carsten who owned it for approximately thirteen years. The plaintiffs were 
given recorded deeds to the property. 
The defendants received their property by a recorded deed on May 11, 
1999, from their mother, Nina Anderson. Nina and her husband Warren owned 
the land since 1956, acquiring it from Martin Anderson. In 1967, Warren hastily 
erected a fence on their property to contain cattle. It is in substantially the same 
condition as it was then, consisting of evenly-spaced steel fence posts with three 
or four strands of barbed wire connecting them, and is still used to contain cattle. 
After observing the property, the district court determined that the land on either 
side of the fence was "indistinguishable." 
The plaintiffs believed that the fence represented the boundary between 
the properties. Acting under that belief, they graded and graveled a road, bridged 
a canal, removed trees, and dug a trench in which power and cable lines were 
placed. These improvements were made in conjunction with the construction of 
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two homes, one for Terry's brother, DeeLane Maupin, and one for DeeLane's son, 
Justin Maupin. Only after having the land surveyed did the plaintiffs realize that 
the fence did not represent the boundary line contained in the recorded deeds, and 
that the improvements had been made on land they did not own. 
The plaintiffs notified the defendants of the problem; prior to that, the 
defendants were unaware of any improvements on the land because they rented 
the land to ranchers. The parties were unable to reach a compromise on the 
approximately one-acre strip of land in dispute, and plaintiffs filed an action to 
quiet title. The defendants counterclaimed and filed a third party complaint 
against DeeLane, Justin, and his family for trespass, conversion, and to quiet title. 
Both sides filed cross motions for summary judgment supported by briefs and 
affidavits. Plaintiffs argued that the boundary line should be the fence line, 
based on the theories of boundary by acquiescence, boundary by agreement, 
adverse possession, or estoppel. Defendants argued that the boundary lines in 
all of the recorded deeds should stand, and that the elements required for the 
above-mentioned theories were not established. Nina testified as to the 
circumstances surrounding the erection of the fence, stating that the fence 
was put up hastily to contain cattle. She stated that she and her family had 
used the land outside the fenced land and had not treated it as a boundary to 
the property. She further stated that there was never an agreement or 
acquiescence on her part with former neighboring predecessors in interest to 
change the boundary lines provided in the recorded deeds. 
On August 8, 2000, the district court granted the defendants' motion for 
summary judgment. The court found no evidence in the record of an agreement or 
acquiescence between the parties or their predecessors in interest to treat the fence 
as a common boundary. The court found that the plaintiffs had not established the 
required elements of the theory of boundary by agreement or boundary by 
acquiescence. Appellants filed this timely appeal on October 20, 2000. 
Id at 493-494, 50 P.3d at 988-989. (Emphasis supplied). 
The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed the district court's decision in Cox, reasoning: 
"In Idaho, the phrase 'boundary by acquiescence' is often used 
interchangeably with 'boundary by agreement,' although the latter more 
accurately describes the doctrine." Griffel v. Reynolds, 136 Idaho 397, 400, 34 
P.3d 1080, 1083 (2001) (citing Cameron v. Neal, 130 Idaho 898, 950 P.2d 1237 
(1997)). "To prove boundary by agreement, there must be an uncertain or 
disputed boundary and a subsequent agreement fixing the boundary. The 
agreement need not be express, but may be implied by the surrounding 
circumstances and conduct of the parties." Id (citing Wells v. Williamson, 118 
Idaho 37, 41, 794 P.2d 626, 630 (1990); Edgeller v. Johnston, 74 Idaho 359, 262 
P .2d 1006 (1953) ). "[T]he long existence and recognition of a fence as a 
boundary, in the absence of any evidence as to the manner or circumstances 
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of its original location, strongly suggests that the fence was located as a 
boundary by agreement." Cameron, 130 Idaho at 901, 950 P.2d at 1240 (citing 
Beneficial Life Ins. Co. v. Wakamatsu, 75 Idaho 232, 241, 270 P.2d 830, 835 
(1954)). "Acquiescence is merely regarded as competent evidence of the 
agreement." Griffel, 136 Idaho at 400, 34 P.3d at 1083 (citing Paurley v. Harris, 
75 Idaho 112, 117, 268 P.2d 351 (1954)). "[A]n agreement fixing the boundary 
line, whether express or implied, is essential to a claim of boundary by 
acquiescence." Id. at 401, 34 P.3d at 1084 (citation omitted). 
In the present case, the district court found that, prior to the survey, none 
of the parties or their predecessors in interest knew the exact location of the 
boundary lines. Although the first element necessary to prove boundary by 
agreement was met, the district court found that there was no evidence in the 
record to support the appellants' contention that the fence line constituted a 
subsequent agreement or acquiescence by the parties or that there was an 
absence of evidence regarding the circumstances of the fence's original 
location. In fact, the opposite was true-a previous owner, Nina, provided 
evidence of the circumstances surrounding the erection of the fence, which 
demonstrated that the fence was hastily put up to contain cattle. Her 
testimony showed that the purpose of the fence was not to establish a 
boundary between the properties. She stated that no agreement existed 
between the Anderson family and the neighboring landowners to treat the 
fence line as the boundary. 
Appellants urge this Court to adopt the theory of boundary by 
acquiescence as a separate theory that does not require the element of an 
agreement. However, Idaho case law demonstrates that an agreement, either 
express or implied, must exist to establish a boundary by agreement or 
acquiescence. Although the actual boundary was uncertain, appellants are 
unable to establish the existence of an express or implied agreement to treat 
the fence as the boundary. Appellants' testimony shows that, even during the 
time they were making the improvements, the fence was still being used to 
contain cattle; appellants knew this because they damaged the fence while 
working, allo-wing cattle to escape. Nina testified that her family used the land 
outside the fence to access recreation areas and that her family never treated the 
fence as the boundary to the property. Affidavits from predecessors in interest 
submitted by the appellants also do not reveal any express or implied agreement 
to treat the fence as a boundary. 
The district court found that the appellants had not established that an 
express or implied agreement existed or that the parties or their predecessors in 
interest had acquiesced to the fence representing the boundary between the 
properties. We affirm the district court's decision. 
Id. at 494-495, 50 P.3d at 989-990. (Emphasis supplied). 
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B. Analysis 
At the reconsideration hearing, Ms. Boyd-Davis argued that the Court "can only evaluate 
the parties' conduct," not their intent. Flying Elk Investment, LLC, v. Cornwall, 149 Idaho 9, 14, 
232 P.3d 330, 335. In support of this proposition, Ms. Boyd-Davis cited to Huskinson v. Nelson, 
152 Idaho 547, 272 P.3d 519 (2012). 
In Huskinson, the district court granted summary judgment to the Huskinsons, concluding 
that the fence at issue was not intended to be a boundary when it was built, and thus, there was 
no boundary by agreement. The Nelsons appealed. Id at 549, 272 P.3d at 521. The Idaho 
Supreme Court accepted the district court's conclusion that the fence did not constitute a 
boundary by agreement when it was built. The Court, however, also pointed out that: 
[T]he district court erred in basing its decision solely upon the finding that the 
fence was not initially built as a boundary fence. The court apparently assumed 
that nothing which occurred during the subsequent sixty years could have resulted 
in an agreement to fix the boundary along the fence line and therefore did not 
consider the conduct of the parties after 1947. However, that is not necessarily the 
end of the story. In Griffel, we stated: 
Where no express agreement is shown, the agreed upon boundary "must 
therefore be determined from the conduct of the parties, viewed in the light of 
the surrounding circumstances." ... A long period of acquiescence by one 
party to another party's use of the disputed property provides a factual basis 
from which an agreement can be inferred. 
136 Idaho at 400, 34 P.3d at 1083. The district court should have analyzed the 
evidence in the record to see whether it supported the establishment of a boundary 
by agreement subsequent to 194 7. 
Huskinson, 152 Idaho at 552, 272 P.3d at 524. 
The Supreme Court further cautioned that: 
The foregoing discussion regarding the conduct of the parties after 
1947 is not to suggest that the district court should have found in favor of the 
Nelsons. Acquiescence in the location of a fence line, even for a long period of 
time, does not necessarily tip the scales in favor of the encroaching party. The 
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problem here is that the district court did not analyze the post-194 7 evidence to 
see whether it suggested a subsequent agreement regarding the boundary line. 
Id. at 553, 272 P.3d at 525. (Emphasis supplied). 
The Supreme Court ultimately vacated the summary judgment in favor of the Huskinsons, 
remanding the matter so that the district court might complete its analysis: 
Here, it is uncontroverted that the Nelsons and their immediate predecessor 
farmed up to the fence continuously since 1952. Furthermore, the Huskinsons' 
predecessors' conduct as to the fence-allowing the Nelsons to farm on one side 
while maintaining a windbreak on the other-implies an agreement. Thus, there is 
clear and convincing evidence from which the district court could have found that 
the Nelsons, and their predecessor, and the Huskinsons' predecessors impliedly 
agreed to the farming line and fence as the boundary between their parcels, and 
they did so for long enough that nobody should now be heard to complain. The 
district court limited its analysis to conduct at the time the fence was built. But the 
conduct of the subsequent landowners as to the farming lines and fence over the 
last 60 years is also relevant. The district court erred in failing to consider whether 
a boundary by agreement may have arisen during that time. Therefore, we vacate 
the judgment and remand for further proceedings. 
Id. at 554, 272 P.3d at 526. (Emphasis supplied). 
Earlier, this Court set forth the facts and holding of Cox v. Clanton. In Cox, which is 
directly on point, the Idaho Supreme Court affirmed the lower court's finding of no boundary by 
agreement. What distinguishes Huskinson from Cox is that, in Huskinson, "[t]he long existence 
and recognition of a fence as a boundary" was not controverted by "evidence as to the manner or 
circumstances of its original location," which "strongly suggests that the fence was located as a 
boundary by agreement." Huskinson, 142 Idaho at 550, 272 P.3d at 522. Whereas, in Cox, the 
long existence and recognition of the fence as a boundary was in fact controverted by evidence 
as to the manner or circumstances of the its original location. Specifically, there was "evidence 
of the circumstances surrounding the erection of the fence, which demonstrated that the fence 
was hastily put up to contain cattle. [and] ... testimony showed that the purpose of the fence was 
not to establish a boundary between the properties." Cox at 495, 50 P.3d at 990. 
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Here, Clifford Johnson testified at trial that the fence was erected to contain horses and 
the shape of the fence was based upon the topography of the land, which contained a gully. He 
also testified that the fence was never intended to mark a boundary line. This evidence as to the 
manner and circumstances of the fence's original location is the only testimony addressing the 
purpose of the fence. Even though Mr. Johnson's testimony was impeached at trial, this Court 
does not reject his entire testimony. The fact that Mr. Johnson testified as to his version of how 
the fence was placed leads to the conclusion that it is uncertain as to whether there was indeed a 
"boundary by agreement." As stated in Huskinson, acquiescence for a long period of time "does 
not necessarily tip the scales in favor of the encroaching party." 152 Idaho at 553, 272 P.3d at 
525. It was the plaintiffs' burden of proof to establish all of the material elements of a boundary 
by agreement. They did not sustain the required burden that there was a boundary by agreement 
according to Idaho law. 
In light of Clifford Johnson's testimony, the earlier finding that the plaintiffs did not 
prove by clear and convincing evidence that the fence line was erected as boundary remains in 
effect. 
IV. RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATION 
A. Applicable Law 
Brinkmeyer v. Brinkmeyer, 135 Idaho 596, 21P.3d918 (2001), states: 
In order for a partial judgment to be certified as final and appealable 
under I.R.C.P. 54(b), the order granting partial judgment must finally 
resolve one or more of the claims between the parties. Toney v. Coeur d'Alene 
School Dist. No. 271, 117 Idaho 785, 786, 792 P.2d 350, 351 (1990). If it does 
not, it is error for a trial court to certify any interlocutory order as final under 
LR.C.P. 54(b). Id, see also Rife v. Long, 127 Idaho 841, 845, 908 P.2d 143, 147 
(1995). The purpose of Rule 54(b) is to avoid piecemeal appeals. The decision 
to grant or deny a 54(b) certificate rests in the sound discretion of the trial 
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judge who is best able to evaluate the situation. Swope v. Swope, 112 Idaho 
974, 978, 739 P.2d 273, 277 (1987). 
Id at 599, 21 P.3d at 921 {2001). {Emphasis supplied). 
Kolin v. Saint Luke's Regional Medical Center, 130 Idaho 323, 940 P.2d 1142 
(1997), states: 
The decision to grant certification under I.R.C.P. 54{b) is reviewed for an abuse 
of discretion. See Thorn, 122 Idaho at 45, 830 P.2d at 1183. We have cautioned that 
I.R.C.P. 54{b) certification should not be granted routinely, or as a matter of course; it 
should be reserved only for "the infrequent harsh case." Id. (quoting Pichon v. L.J 
Broekemeier, Inc., 99 Idaho 598, 602, 586 P.2d 1042, 1046 {1978)) {additional 
citations omitted). The party requesting certification must show that it will suffer 
some hardship or injustice, or provide some other compelling reason why the 
certification should be granted. Milbank Mut. Ins. Co. v. Carrier Corp., 112 Idaho 
27, 28, 730 P.2d 947, 948 (1986). Further, mere delay is not a hardship in and of 
itself, because LR.C.P. 54{b) contemplates that there will normally be a delay in cases 
involving multiple parties and motions. Id. at 29, 730 P.2d at 949. 
Id at 328, 940 P.2d at 1147. (Emphasis supplied). 
B. Analysis 
At the reconsideration hearing, the Bakers pointed out that it was this Court that 
originally bifurcated the trial into liability and damages phases. The Bakers argue that an appeal 
of the Partial Judgment Quieting Title should be allowed at this time so as to finally adjudicate 
the issue of quiet title and the amount of property in dispute. As that issue is crucial to the 
damages determination, and depending on the ruling by the appellate court, a trial on the alleged 
damages may or may not be required. Further, since the plaintiffs are prose, the Bakers are the 
only parties accruing attorney's fees, and it would be costly and unfair to have the Bakers 
accumulate attorney's fees litigating the damages issue, only to have the Partial Judgment 
Quieting Title perhaps overturned down the road. 
Ms. Boyd-Davis countered that the failure of any interest to accrue on a potential 
damages award constitutes a hardship for the plaintiffs. 
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The Court finds that mandating that a trial on the issue of damages take place before an 
appeal would result in hardship to the Bakers. In consideration of the extensive amount of court 
time that it will take to establish the nature and extent of damages, attorney's fees for the Bakers 
will be substantial, and this risk of additional fees is a compelling factor in the decision to issue a 
Rule 54(b) Certificate. 
The Court finds that the equities favor the Bakers on the issue of why a Rule 54(b) 
Certificate should be granted, and further finds that the request for Rule 54(b) certification is not 
granted routinely or as a matter of course. Therefore, in the exercise of the Court's discretion, 
Ms. Boyd-Davis' request to withdraw the Rule 54(b) Certificate is denied. 
V. CONCLUSION AND ORDER 
NOW, THEREFORE, based on the foregoing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiff 
Terri Boyd-Davis' Motion for Reconsideration is GRANTED IN PART. The Court finds that the 
plaintiffs have proven an easement by implication and/or prescription across the "Disputed 
Property." Therefore, an easement exists in favor of the plaintiffs over the small portion of the 
road that traverses the "Disputed Property" as set forth in Figure 1 on page 6. 
The Court finds that the plaintiffs did not prove by clear and convincing evidence that 
there was a boundary by agreement/acquiescence. 
The request to withdraw the Rule 54(b) Certificate is denied. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this2..~y ofNovember, 2012. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was mailed, postage prepaid, 
this -3:::t:'day of November, 2012, to: 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. 
Hayden, Idaho 83835 
Brian F. Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. 
Hayden, Idaho 83835 
Jean L. Coleman 
2902 N. 5th Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
D. Toby McLaughlin 
BERG & MCLAUGHLIN, CHTD. 
414 Church Street, Ste. 203 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
Fax# (208) 263-7557 - ro-JCU OY'\ \\I !:I:> I 11.... K'\> 
Deputy Clerk 
SUPPLEMENTAL DECISION and ORDER re: PLAINTIFF'.$ MOJ'IQN FOR RECONSIDERATION - 18 
1199 
!r~D!fTY -·-· 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRlCt OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. DA VIS, ) 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMAN, ) 
an individual, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
MARY P ANDREA, an individual; TIMOTHY 
BAKER and CAROL BAKER, husband and 
wife; JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 
P ANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-50, 
inclusive, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, ) 
husband and wife; and JAMES GILBERTSON ) 
and NELLIE GILBERTSON, husband and wife,) 
) 
Counterclaimants, ) 
vs. 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. DA VIS, 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMAN, 
an individual, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Counterdefendants. ) 
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CASE NO. CV-2010-0000703 
PARTIAL JUDGMENT QUIETING 
TITLE IN DISPUTED PARCEL OF 
REAL PROPERTY TO PLAINTIFFS 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, BRIAN F. 
DA VIS AND JEAN L. COLEMAN 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT: 
Title to the disputed parcel of real property involved in this lawsuit, which property's 
legal description is as follows, is quieted in the Plaintiffs Terry Boyd-Davis, Brian F. Davis, and 
Jean L. Coleman: 
A parcel of land being the area of overlap between that parcel as described in a 
deed on record with Bonner County under Instrument No. 131005 and that parcel 
as described in a deed on record with Bonner County under Inst. #156495, located 
in the Southeast Quarter of Section 11, Township 59 North, Range 2 West of the 
Boise Meridian, Bonner County, Idaho, described as follows: 
Commencing at the Southeast comer of said Section 11, said comer bears South 
0°35'15" West 2634.60 feet from the Northeast comer of said Southeast Quarter; 
thence North 45°46'30" West 1139.62 feet to the Northeast comer of said parcel 
described in Instrument No. 156495 and monumented by a rebar as depicted on a 
Record of Survey filed with Bonner County under Instrument No. 741564, said 
Northeast corner is the true point of beginning; 
Thence South 89°43'19" West along the North line of said parcel as depicted on 
said survey 268.47 feet to a point on the Westerly boundary of said parcel as 
described in a deed recorded under Inst. # 131005; 
Thence South 37°01 '0l" East 127.77 feet to the Southwest comer of said parcel 
as described in a deed recorded under Inst. # 131005; 
Thence North 66°52' 49" East 225.00 feet to the Southeast corner of said parcel as 
described in a deed recorded under Inst. #131005, said comer being on the 
Westerly right-of-way line of Pack River Road and on a curve to the left, the 
radius point of which bears South 44°27'32" West 2652.28 feet; 
Thence Northwesterly along said curve and said Easterly boundary 21.47 feet to 
the said true point of beginning; 
Together with and subject to easements, rights-of-way, covenants, reservations 
and restrictions of record or in view. 
In regards to access to the above-described real property, IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, 
ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT: 
Plaintiffs Terry Boyd-Davis, Brian F. Davis, and Jean L. Coleman have an easement 
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across the existing road through the Defendant Timothy and Carol Baker's real property, which 
provides access to the above-described real property and the real property of record possessed by 
the plaintiffs. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this zqf';;_y ofNovember, 2012. 
-~.~ 
District Judge 
RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATE 
With respect to the issues determined by the above judgment or order, it is hereby 
CERTIFIED, in accordance with Rule 54(b), I.R.C.P., that the court has determined that there is 
no just reason for delay of the entry of a final judgment and that the court has and does hereby 
direct that the above judgment or order shall be a final judgment upon which an appeal may be 
taken as provided by the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
DATED this 2//f-~day of November, 2012. 
~v~ 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was mailed, postage prepaid, 
this ~day of November, 2012, to: 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. 
Hayden, Idaho 83835 
Brian F. Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. 
Hayden, Idaho 83835 
Jean L. Coleman 
2902 N. 5th Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 
D. Toby McLaughlin 
BERG & MCLAUGHLIN, CHTD. 
414 Church Street, Ste. 203 
Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 
Fax# (208) 263-7557 - f0..xe6 OY"'I \\ l3cl 12 .. \-{\:) 
Deputy Clerk 
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D. TOBY McLAUGHLIN, ISB No. 7405 
Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd. 
2 414 Church Street, Ste 203 
Sandpoint, ID 83 864 
3 Telephone: (208) 263-4748 
4 
Email: toby@sandpointlaw.com 
5 Attorneys for Appellants 
6 
7 
. rlJf\Jv'-./ 
"' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
8 STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
9 TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. DAVIS, NO. CV 2010-00703 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMAN, 
1 O individual; 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Plaintiffs/Respondents, 
vs. 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAK.ER, 
husband and wife; 
Defendants/ Appellants, 
MARY PANDREA, an individual; JAMES 
GILBERTSON and NELLIE GILBERTSON, 
husband and wife; JOHN P ANDREA, an 
individual; and DOES 1-50, inclusive; 
Defendants. 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENTS: 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, whose address is 12738 N. Strahorn Rd., Hayden, ID 83835 an 
telephone number, is (208) 659-5967; and 
BRIAN F. DA VIS, whose address is 12738 N. Strahorn Rd., Hayden, ID 83835 an 
telephone number, is (208) 659-5967; and 
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1 JEAN COLEMAN, whose address is 2902 N. 5th Ave., Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 an 
2 telephone number, is (208) 659-5967; and 
3 THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE- ENTITLED COURT: 
4 
5 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
1. Timothy and Carol Baker, Appellants, appeal against Terri Boyd-Davis, Bri 
Davis and Jean Coleman, Respondents, to the Idaho Supreme Court :from the PARTIA 
JUDGMENT QUIETING TITLE IN DISPUTED PARCEL OF REAL PROPERTY T 
PLAINTIFFS TERRI BOYD-DAVIS, BRIAN F. DAVIS AND JEAN L. COLEMAN, entere 
in the above-entitled action on the 29th day of November, 2012, the Honorable District Judg 
Steve Verby presiding. 
2. Preliminary Statement of Issues: Appellants intend to assert the followin 
issues on appeal: 
(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
(d) 
Did the District Court err in finding that Harry Clark, in drafting the dee 
in question, intended to convey the parcel of land to Jean Coleman that i 
legally described in the Partial Judgment? 
Did the District Court err by quieting title to an easement across th 
existing road through Defendant Bakers' real property, in favor of th 
plaintiffs? 
Did the District Court err by failing to apply the doctrine of !aches? 
Did the District Court err by failing to enjoin the Plaintiff Terri Boyd 
Davis :from the illegal practice of law? 
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
3. 
(e) Did the District Court err in its alternative ruling in finding that th 
Plaintiffs proved adverse possession by written claim over a portion of th 
disputed property? 
Jurisdictional Statement: This is an appeal from a district court matter allegin 
quiet title, adverse possession, boundary by agreement, easement by implication, easement b 
prescription, and trespass and injunction. Appellants and Respondents are owners of adjacen 
parcels of property located in Bonner County, Idaho. The appealing party has a right to appeal t 
the Idaho Supreme Court, and the judgments or orders described in paragraph 1, above, ar 
appealable orders pursuant to Rule 11 (a)(2), I.A.R. 
4. Transcript: 
13 (a) The Appellant requests the preparation of the reporter's standard transcrip 
14 as defined in Rule 25(C) I.A.R. supplemented by the following in electronic format. 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
(b) The Appellant requests the preparation of the following supplementa 
portions of the reporter's transcript: 
• Oral argument on trial decision heard before the District Court; or 
argument on motions for reconsideration. 
• Transcript of testimony from the hearing held on May 5, 2010 and Ma 
• 
• 
20, 2010, on Plaintiff's Motion for Temporary Restraining Order. 
Transcript of hearing held on February 9, 2011, on Defendants' Motio 
for Preliminary Injunction. 
Transcript of hearing held on July 6, 2011, on Defendant's Motion fo 
Reconsideration. 
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1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
• 
• 
Transcript of hearing held on January 4, 2012, on Defendants' Objectio 
to Proposed Judgment. 
Transcript of hearing held on April 18, 2012, on Proposed Judgment . 
• Transcript of hearing held on October 17, 2012, on Plaintiff's Motion fo 
Reconsideration. 
5. Record. The Appellant requests the following documents to be included 
addition to the clerk's standard record under Rule 28, I.A.R.: 
a. AffiQa.vit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Tempor 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, filed on May 30, 201 O; and 
b. Affidavit of Jean L. Coleman in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Tempor 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, filed on May 30, 201 O; and 
c. Affidavit of Brian Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Tempor 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, filed on May 30, 2010; and 
d. Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Partia 
Summary Judgment, filed on December 8, 201 O; and 
e. Affidavit of Brian Davis in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summ 
Judgment. filed on December 8, 201 O; and 
f. Affidavit of Jean Coleman in Support of Plaintiffs 
Summary Judgment, filed on December 8, 201 O; and 
g. Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration of Trial Decision and Motion fo 
Clarification, filed on May 12, 2011; and 
h. Defendants' Memorandum in Support of Motion for Reconsideration of Tri 
Decision and Motion for Clarification, filed on May 12, 2011; and 
1. Defendant Bakers' Objection to Proposed Judgment, filed on November 15 
2011; and 
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I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 6. 
J. Defendant Baker's Supplemental Brief in Objection to Plaintiffs' Propose 
Judgment filed on January 20, 2012; and 
k. Memorandum Decision re: Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs' Propose 
Judgment, filed on July 13, 2012; and 
L Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Liability Causes of Action 
Plaintiffs' 1bird Amended Complaint filed on July 13, 2012. 
Exhibits. The Appellant request the following exhibits to be copied and sent to th 
8 Supreme Court. 
9 a. Defendants' Trial Exhibits A through BB, DD through PP, BBB through EEE 
10 GGG, III, JJJ through MMM. A copy of Defendants' Exhibit List is attache 
11 hereto as Exhibit A. 
12 b. Plaintiffs' Trial Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 22, 23, 24, 26, 29 
13 30, 31 , 34, 42, 43, 51, 80, 81, 82, 83 , 84, 85, 86, 89. A copy of the Plaintiffs' 
14 Exhibit List is attached hereto as Exhibit B. 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
7. Sealed Records. The record has not been sealed by court order. 
8. Certification. I, Toby McLaughlin, certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Amended Notice of Appeal has been served on Val Larso 
the court reporter. 
(b) That the Clerk of the District Court has been paid the estimated fee for th 
preparation of the reporter's transcript upon receipt of such estimate from the Court Reporter. 
( c) That the estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been paid o 
will be paid upon receipt of such estimate. 
( d) That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
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I ( e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant t 
2 Rule 20. 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
DATED this day of January, 2013. 
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BERG & McLAUGHLIN, CHTD. 
(By=--~----------­
TOBY McLAUGHLIN 
Attorneys for Appellants Baker 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
2 On January<j__, 2013, I caused copies of the foregoing document to be served by the 
3 following methods on the parties listed below as follows, which is the last known address for the 
4 listed party: 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
IO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Plaintiff 
Brian F. Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Plaintiff 
Jean L. Coleman 
2902 N. 5th Ave., 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Plaintiff 
Val Larsen 
Bonner County Courthouse 
Court Reporter 
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LJ By Hand Delivery 
:&} By U.S. Mail 
0 By Overnight Mail 
0 By Facsimile Transmission 
0 Other _________ _ 
0 By Hand Delivery 
g By U.S. Mail 
0 By Overnight Mail 
0 By Facsimile Transmission 
0 Other 
0 By Hand Delivery 
k$J By U.S. Mail 
0 By Overnight Mail 
0 By Facsimile Transmission 
0 Other 
Q By Hand Delivery 
QBy U.S. Mail 
0 By Overnight Mail 
0 By Facsimile Transmission 
.0 Other fus,u_~ 
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2 
3 
4 
II 
D. TOBY McLAUGHLIN, ISB No. 7405 
Be.rg & McLaughlin, Chtd. 
414 Church Street, Ste 203 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Telephone: (208) 263-4748 
Facsimile: (208) 263-7557 
5 Attorneys for Defendants Balcer 
6 
'.: STATE OF IDAHD' . 
COUNTY OF BOHMER 
FlRST, JUD1CIAL DIST. 
,·zall MAR .l Ll Ip U: Sb 
- "'"'(l-:·· M1\Rlt. .JV 1 l I ••• 
. CLERi\ D!STmCT COdl\ r 
-----;::;::;;;-rrV-----
- DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE FIRST JUDICIAL DlSTRlCT OF THE 
7 STATE OF IDAHO, WAND FOR THE COUNTY OF B01\1NER 
8 
9 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS and BRIAN F. DA VIS,1NO. CV 2010-00703 
husband and wife; and JEAN L. COLEMA-N, a 
individual, . 
JO Plai.TJ.tiffs, 
11 vs. 
12 ·M.ARYPANDREA. an individual; TIN.fOTHY I BAXER and CAROL BAKER, husl:iand and 13 wile; JAlv.fES GILBERTSON and NELLIE GILBERTSON, husband and wife; JOHN 
14 P-4 .. NDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-50, 
inclusive, 
DEFENDANTS' EXHIBIT LIST 
15 
Defendants.· 
16 
. COl\.ffiS NOW, Defendants Timothy Balcer and Carol Bake1~ through their counsel oj 
18 record, Toby McLaughlin of the law'finn Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd., and herewith discloses the 
19 following exhibits they plan to utilize at trial:. , 
NO •.. DESCIUl'TJON : 
20 
A·. 1979 Tucker Engineer-ing· 
21 Consultants Survey '. 
22 
:B .. 1981 Tucker Engineering 
Consultants survey 
c 2007 Glabe & Associates Survey '. 
23 
D Warranty Deed from Clark to 
24 Coleman executed on October 17, 
1966, instrument number 108277 
25 (D-1) 
E Warrant)'. Deed. from Clark Estate to 
Gilbertson execute;d on August 22, 
DE~ANTS' EXHIBIT LIST- 1 
MARKED ADMITTED . OFFERED 
DY 
STIPULATION 
l\DMITIED .REFUSED I .RESER V.E 
. I DRUl.lNG 
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: · .. ·EX.Arr, .... ·• ) . . . .·· 
:I . . . 
I 
I 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
JO 
11 
12 
13 
14 
II 
F 
1 1983 and recorded on September 1, 1 
1983, instrument number 274816 
(D-9). 
Warranty Deed from Clark to 
Coleman executed on December 23, 
1970 recorded on December 23, 
J 97 0 instrument num her 131 005 
(D-3). 
G Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C dated Jul)' 2, 1981 
H Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
legal descr.iption for Jean Coleman 
track C-1 dated Julv 2, 1981 
J Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C-IJ dated July 2, 1981 
J Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
legal description for Jean Coleman 
track IV dated July 2, 1981 
K Warranty Deed from Johnson to 
Balcer executed and recorded on 
June 1, 2007, instrument number 
729995 (D-] 1 ) 
L Warranty Deed from Clark to 
Gilbertson executed on September 
l, 1961, in.,,"trument number ~lj;\:7 
(D-1) 
M Warranty Deed fi·om Clark to 
Johnson executed on july 27, 1970 
I I 
I 
/
. and recorded on April 30, 1971, 
15 ·.~~ ---~~~·---'-'--+-~--+-~-+-~-+-~+-----~-:- instrument number 133008 (D-4). 
N 1 Warranty· Deed from Clark to I 
16 Johnson executed on December 8, 
17 
. ]8 
19 
20 
21 
22 
24 
25 
0 
p 
Q 
R 
1972 and recorded. on December 8, ·. 
1972, instrument number 145668 
(D-5). 
Warranty Deed from Clark to 
:Johnson executed on Sept~mber 3, ,, 
1971 and r~corded on April 4, 1976 
instrument number 156495 (D-6) . ·. 
Warranty Deed McCoy to Johnson 
executed on June 15, 1974 and 
recorded on June 15, 1974, 
instrument number l 73545 (D-7) 
Warranty Deed from Coleman to 
Bonner County . executed on 
September 22, 1980, · instiwnent 
number233527(D-8) 
Warranty Deed from P.ostak ·to· 
Wiltse executed on :December 23, 
19Ql and recorded or. December 30; 
1991, · instrum~nt number 399727 
(D~JO) 
DEFENDANTS' EXHIBIT LIST - 2 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 . 
12 
13 
I 
s Letter dated October 12, 1979 :from 
Richard Tucker to A.C Peck 
T Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
Survey diagram dated July J8, 1975 
u 
v 
w 
x 
y 
z 
AA 
cc 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
Survey diagram dated October 12, 
1976 
I Letter dated June 9, 1981 from . Philip Bloom to A.C. Peck 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' 
Land Surveying Services Contract 
dated May 15, 1981 
Section of 1979 Tucker Engineering I 
Consultants' Survey with Mike 
Stewart's handwritten notes. 
Letter dated July 1 0, 1977 from 
Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker. 
Letter dated July 14, 1977 from 
Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea 
Letter dated November 19, 1976 
from Richard Tucker to Ban1c of 
Idaho 
Letter dated November 10, 19761 
from Mary Pandrea to Tucker 
Em!ineerine 
Letter dated May 22, 1979 from 
Michael Stewart to k:los Peck 
I 
I I 
I 
I ::1, I 
16 1--~~+-~~~~~~~~~~~-+-~~-+~~~-+_.;.~~+-~~--1~~~+-~~-1 
DD I Letter dated July 19, 1977 from A.C 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
23 
24 
25 
EE 
Peck to Richard Tucker . · 
!..etter dated May 22, 1979 from 
.Richard Tucker to A. C. Peck 
FF Letter dated Febrnary 8, 1978 from 
Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea 
GG Letter dated January 31, 1978.'from 
·Mal)' Pandrea to Richard Tucker 
ill-I Letter .dated October 12, 1979 from 
Richard Tucker to AJ:: •. Peck 
II. 
JJ 
Letter from June 1, 1979 from A.C. 
Peqk to Richard Tucker 
Tucker· Engineering Consultants': 
Land Surveying Services Contract 
dated May 22, 1979 
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I 
I 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
J 
KK Letter dated July 26, 1979 from I 
A.C. Peck to Richard Ttlcker with 
attached easement 
LL Undated Jetter from Mary Pandrea 
to Richard Tucker 
Jv.flv1 Letter dated June 6, 1978 from 
MaJJ' Pandrea to Richard Tucker 
NN' PicttJre showing wooden fence, 
cabin and children 
00 Picture showing wooden fence and 
children 
8 pp Picture showing wooden post 
remnant I 
9 QQ Picture showing poles bJocJdng gate 
10 
11 
12 
, .., 
• .J 
]4 
15 
16 
17 
18 
9 
2 0 
21 
22 
24 
.25 
RR PicttJre showing damage to gate. I 
SS I Picture showing metal fence posts,· wire and no trespass signs. . 
TI 
/
1 Picture showing road across Baker 
property. 
I Picture showing barricade across 
road. 
VV . Pkture showing fence erected. by 
Plaintiffs 
V.lW p;:""" nf beer ""' attached to f e11"' I 
xx Picture of police tape 
yy Second picture of police tape 
· ZZ Picture of vandalism 
AAA Picture of show:ing Gilbertson's 
Forest Stewardship Tree Fann 
BBB Clifford· and Joan· Johnson property 
.. . taX records 1972 -2006 . · 
I 
.. 
~,. . 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
J I I • I t 
I 
I 
J 
I 
-.. 
.. 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10. 
1J 
12 
DDD Bonner County Assessor Map 
BEE 
FFF 
GGG 
{HRH 
m 
Letter dated January 26, 1976 from 
Jean Coleman to All Concerned 
Letter dated November 21, 2008 
from Terri Boyd-Davis to Stephen 
Smith 
Letter dated September J 6, 1976 
from Bank of Idaho to the 
Beneficiaries of Harry F. and Edith 
E. Clark Trust 
Letter dated August 23, 2010 from 
Terri Boyd-Davis to Toby 
McLaughlin 
Letter dated September 4, 1975 
from Bank of Idaho to Mary 
Pandrea 
15 
~· 
16 
17 
ll 
9 
2d 
21 
: 22 
-24 
25 
BY McLAUGHLIN 
Attorneys for Defendants Balc~r 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
On.March \42011, i caused copies of the for~going documentto .. be.senred by the 
following methods on the p8.11:ies listed belm~1 as follo~'S, which is the last lmov.'11 address for the 
listed party: 
Terri -Boyd-Davis 
Brian f; Davis 
Jean L. Coleman 
12738 N. Strahoin Rd. 
Hayden, IP .83835· 
LJ_)3y Hand Delivery · 
Ef By U.S. Mail . 
D By_ Overnight Mail -
0 By Facsimile Transmission 0 Other _________ _ 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
DEFENDANTS' EXHIBIT LIST - 5 
I 
{ 
I 
I 
I 
. . 
II 
1 Brian Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Road 
2 Hayden, ID 83835 
3 Pro Se Plaintiff 
0 py Hand D~livery 
f2]By U.S. Mail 
0 By Overnight 1v.1aiJ 
0 By Facsimile Transmissi011 
0 Ot11er 
~~~~~~~~~-
4 11t-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~rr==;--~~----:-:--:--~~~~~~~~--1 
Jean Coleman Q:B-y Hand D~livery 
5 12738 N. Strahorn Road 0 By U.S. Mml 
Hayden, ID 83835 0 By Overnight Mail 
6 
Pro Se Plaintiff 
7 
John Pandrea 
8 P.O. Box 1052 
0 By Facsimile Transmission 0 Other _________ _ 
. 0 J;rji Hand Delivery 
[J"§y U.S. Mail 
9 
Mountain View, HI 9672 J 0 By Overnight Mail 
0 By Facsimile Transmission 
0 Other 
~~~~~~~~~-
]] 
12 
13 
' 14 
15 
16 
17 
8 
1 9· 
2 0 
2 1 
22 
?'"' 
_.;) 
24 
25 
DEFENDANTS' n .. '1:IIBJT LIST - 6 
I 
M.ar.JL tOll 1:021'M ·•-·comber La11· nu, 
Terri Boyd-Davis 
Brian Davis 
1273 8 N. Strahom Rd. 
Hayden, JD 83835 
Telephone: 208-659-5967 
Jean Coleman 
2902 N'. 51h Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83 814 
Plaintifft in Pro Se 
IVV.\171:;1 r. I// 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DAVIS and BRIAN F. ) Case No: CV2010-0703 
DA VIS, husband and wife; and JEAN L. ) 
COLEMAN, an individual, ) PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED 
) EXHIBIT LIST 
P Iaintiffs, ) 
VS, 
MARY P ANDREA, an indiv.idual; 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER, husband and wife; JAMES 
GILBERTSON md NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and mfe; JOHN 
P ANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-
50, inclusive, 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
Pla!ntlfis' Exhibit List 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
t1 I ") r'° ci--_ 1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on the_fN_,.......day of (2..r . , 2011, I 
caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoin in the manner indicated: 
PLAINTIFFS' AMENDED EXHIBIT LIST 
Toby McLaughlin [ ] U.S. Mai~ Postage Prepaid 
Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd, [ ] Hand Delivered 
414 Church Street, Ste 203 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 ~ Facsimile~ 208-263-7557 
Attorney for Defendants Timothy and Carol 
Baker & Nellie and James Gilbertson 
John Pandrea H U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
P.O. Box 1052 [ ] Hand Delivered 
Mountain View, HJ 96771 [ J Overnight Mail 
Defendant [ ] Facsimile: 
Plaintiffs' Exhibit List 
Mar.2L 2011 1:02PM M·comber Law PLLC 
UST OF EXHIBITS · 
CASE NO.: CVl0-0703 TRIAL DATE: March 281 2011' 
TITLE OF CASE: Boyd-Davis, et al. v. Pandrea, et al. 
SUBMJITING PARTY: Plaintiffs Terri Boyd~Davis, Brian Davis, and Jean Coleman 
PLAINTIFF'S AMENDED EXHIBITS (NUMBERS) 
NO. 1 DESCRIPTION j WJ!KED ADMITTED BY OFFERED ADMJTTED REFUSE'.D RESfAVED 
STIPULATION -RULING 
Deed from WadeH. Simpson lo Harry F. 
1 Clark dated 8!12/1947, No. 25111 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. and Edilh E'. 
Clari< lo Jean L Coleman daled 
x 
2 1011711966 .. No. 10l!277 x 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. and Edith E. 
Clark lo Jean Coleman daled 1212311970, 
3 No. 131005 
Warranty Deed from Jean. Coleman lo 
Bonner County, Jdaho dated 9(2211980, 
4 No. 233527 
/ Quilclaim Deed from Jean Coleman to 
Brian F. Davis and Terri Lynn Boyd-Davis 
5 dated 6/11/2009, No. 7740B9 
Warranty Daed from Harry F. & Edith E. 
Clark lo Cl!Hord A. & Joan A. Johnson 
6 dated 7127/1970, No. 133008 
/Warranty Deed from Harl)' F. £ Edllh E. 
Clark lo C!iHorcl A. & Joan A Johnson 
7 dated 9/3/1971, No. 156495 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. & Edflh E. 
Clark lo Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
x 
x 
x 
x 
x 
8 dated 12/6/1972, No. 145668 X 
Warranty Deed from Donald & Ethel 
McCoy to Clifford A. & Joan A Jollnsoo 
9 dated 6/1511974, No. 173545 X 
Warran!y Deed from Clifford A. & Joan.A 
Johnson lo Timothy & Carol Bakerda!ed 
10 6/01/2007, No. 729995 X 
Warranty' Deed trom Harry F. and Edith E. 
Clark to James & Ne/fie Gilbertson dated 
11 12/1(1961, No. 831 i7 X 
Warranty Deed from Bank of Idaho (ln 
Trust) lo James & Neille Gilbertson dated 
12 8/2211983, No. 274816 X 
Suivey for Harry Clark Estates daled 
13 7/3/1979, No. 223083 X 
Survey /or jean L Coleman & Clark 
14 Es!a!e dated 6/26/1961. No. 249090 X 
Page 1of5 
1219 
Mar.21. 2011 1:02PM u•comher law PllC No. l!Y 19 I'. q/y 
UST OF EXHIBITS 
'Record of Survey for Tim Baker dated I I 
15 1112612007, No. 741564 x 
Slrafton Land ~ef\llces, Inc. Expert Rep orf 
16 daied 1212112010 
Le!!er Imm Mary Pandrea to Richard 
17 Tucker daled 711011977 x 
Letter from Richard Tucker ro Bank of 
18 Idaho daled 10/1211979 x 
Lefter rrom Phiiip Bloom lo Bank of Jdaho 
19 dated 6/9/1981 x 
Land Surveying SeTVir:es Contract 
between Bank of Jdaho Trustee and 
Tuckef Engineering Consullants dated 
20 5/15/1981 x 
Legal Oescripliom; - Jean Coleman, i 
lncludlng Tract C-1, C-11, and IV dated 
2i 71211981 x 
Copy of Coleman Warranly Deed wilh l ,/' ./ 
22 hand-writ!en commanls ,··' .. 
Copy of hand· drawn unrecorded survey of x ~ 23 Richard Tucker 
24 Copy of hancl-drawn prellmlnary survey I >< IX 
Glaha & Associates Expert Reporl by 
25 Da vld Evans daled 1/2612011 
R erord of survey (or Tim Baker I I I superimposed over satellite photo of 
I 26 property x 
Glahe & Associates Invoice No. 5273 lo 
27 Tim Baker dated 12/612007 x 
Rlghl-of..Way Eassmenl from Jean I Coleman lo Northern Lfghts, Inc. dated 28 5/611.993 x 
29 2009 aerial pholograph of subjecl properly x 
30 2004 aerial phofoQraoh of subiect property x 
31 1996 aerial pholoqraph or subiec! property x ~ ~ I 
Leiter from Slephen Smith lo Jean )( ~ )\ 32 COieman dated 10/2/2008 
lelfertrom Stephen Smith lo Jean 
._\ lt. J 33 Coleman dated 11/12/2008 
X- exceplfor 
x top pholo on x 34 Historical pholos 1970s pg . .2 
35 Photos 2000s ·defendants' use ol prope~ 
36 Photos 2000s • olain!iffs' use of proµerty 
37 Photos re damaae ~ x 
Page 2 of 5 1220 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS 
JB Pholos re aftermath of damage J I '){. I I I 
39 PJiolos re fence evidence v 
40 Pholos re road on Dispuled Property 
41 Pho!o re embankment 
Bonner Counly Assessment Rerords on 
42 Coleman Properly dated from 1996-201!} x 
Tax Bills and Receipts for Coleman 
43 Prn1Jertv for years 1993-2010 x 
44 Bob Kamp photo album 1990s )( 
45 !lob Kamp oholos 1990s '(._ 
46 Fence rebuild photos x 
47 Security camera photos 
Bonner Counly Sheriff Report regarding 
48 report made on 4/16/2010 
I 
Audio recording of lelephone ronversalion 
balwean Deputy Mike Miracle and Mary 
Pandrea on 4/2112010 ('copy not ye! 
provided - waiUng on CD from Proseculots 
49 Office; will provide once obtained) 
Deposition lranscrip[ or Joan Johnson I 50 dated 7/16/201'0 
Gli fford & Joan Johnson personal records I 51 of lax payments on properly x 
/Real Estate Purchase and Sale I I I )Agreemen! belween Johnson's &. Baker's 52 dated 4/13/2007 v A 
RE-11 Addendum #2 between Johnsen's 
53 & Baker's daled A/3012007 x 
Letter from Nath.an Olsen to Cliff and Mruy . l 54 Johnson dated 61412008 
Letter from Rex Finney to Nathan Olsen 
55 daled 6/9/2008 I 
Let1er from Nathan Olsen to Rex Finney I Sfi daled 712112008 
Lefler from Stephan SmUh lo Rex Finney 
57 dated 6/1012009 
l Letter from Rex Finney lo Stephen Smith I 
58 dated 9/212009 
Agreement belWeen Johnsons and Bakers >( I)( 59 dated July 2001J 
Affidavil of Cfillord and Joan Johnson 
60 dated 1113/2009 x 
Deposition transcript of Clifford Johnson 
61 daisd 711612010 
Idaho Fish fl Giirne citation lo Clifford 
62 Johnson dated 11/17103 ' 
63 Baker discovery responses daled i/16/10. 
Page 3 of 5 · 
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LIST OF EXHrBiTS 
j I I I 
64 Baker discovery responses da!ed 11/1 3/10 
65 /10 Baker discovery msponses daled 12130 
66 Baker discovery responses dated 2118111 
67 Baker discovery responses dated 3/11/11 
68 Baker 2009 Income tar re!ums x 
Latter from Mary Pandrea lo Stephan 
69 Smllh daled 12/13/2006 
Letter from Mary Pandrea to Stephen 
70 Smilh daled 21612009 
Leiter from Mary Pandrea lo Stephen I 71 Smith dated 216/2009 
Handwritten Statement of Facts - Rebuttal I 
72 of Mary Pandraa 
Mary Pandrea responses to Reques! for 
73 Admissions 
Leiter from Neille Giibertson to Tim and 
74 Carol Baker 
Latter from Neilie Gilbertson to S!ephen 
75 Smith dated 211212009 
Email Imm Nellie Gilberlsor. to Stephen· 
76 Sm ilh dated 4/1/2009 
Na Ille Giibertson discovery responses 
77 da Led 5/28/10 
78 
/Neliie Gililerison discovef}' responses 
daied 12115110 I r I 
Deposilion lranscripl of Nellie Gilbertson 
79 dated 8/13/2010 
I Letter from Bonner County Assessor to I Terri Boyd-Davis wilh enclosures dated 2/28/2011 (including letter from TBD wllh 80 quesUons addressed) x 
Bonnei County Real Property Valuation 
Records on Coleman Property dated from 
81 1977-2010 x 
Copy of parcel map (rom Bonner County 
82 Assessor's office x 
83 Drawing of lols In T59N. R2W, Seclion 11 x 
Valuation· Summary Sheet from Bonner 
County Assessor ol Coleman Property 
84 daled 3/4/2011 x 
Va)uaiion Summary Sheet from Bonner I County Assessor oi Baker Property dated 85 314/2011 x 
Page 4 of 5 
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LIST OF EXHIBITS 
I J 
Tax Transacllon Details from years 2000· 
2010 provided by Bonner Cmmly Asses sor 
86 on Coleman Propertv x I 
Peregrine Tree & landscape Expert I R7 Reporl daled 1212012010 I 
88 Grace Tree SeNice Reparl daled 2127111 
Tax Bills/Recalpls from years 2001-2010 
provided by Bonner Gounly Assessor oo 
89 Coleman Property x 
AUdlo recording ol verbal atlack on Ethel 
Boyd and T errl Boyd-Davis by Mary 
90 Pandrea, September 2008 
Audio recording of verbal attack on Brian 
Davis and /elands by Tim Baker, 
91 Sep!ember 2008 
Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson daled March 
19, 2009 (copy a pan of and attached to 
92 !Exhibi! 57 above) x 
Affidavit o/ Mary Pandrea dalad April 23, I 2009 (copy a part of :and aNaclled lo g3 Exhibi! 57 above) ' x 
1 l°"'""m Deed ftom Noll~ J. Gilbortsoo { I and Mary E. Pandrea, Trustees or lhe I Harry F. Ci art Trusl lo Maurice L Gr1ggs I ' / /"'' K'ra' G. Griggs daled 6113/2000, No./ I 94 753244 
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In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, 
and 
Plaintiff-Counterdefondant-
Respondent-Cross Appellant, 
BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. COLEMAN, 
an individual, 
v. 
P!aintiffa-Counterdefendants-
Respondents, 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, 
husband and wife, 
and 
Defendants-Counterc laimants-
Appellants-Cross Respondents, 
MARY PANDREA an individual; JOHN 
PANDREA, an individual; and DOES 1-50, 
inclusive, 
Defendants, 
and 
JAlV1ES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counterclaimants. 
ORDER RE: A.MENDED NOTICE OF 
CROSS APPEAL 
Supreme Court Docket No. 40438-2012 
Bonner County Docket No. 2010-703 
STATS Ol1 IDAHO·-~~-, 
)9" 
;}O I? 
The NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL filed January 9, 2013 in District Court and in 
this Court January 11, 2013 requests the preparation of transcripts. Idaho Appellate Rule 
17(o){8)(a), requires service on the reporter(s). Neither the Notice of Appeal nor the Certificate of 
ORDER RE: AMENDED NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL-Docket No. 40438-2012 
shows service on the Reporter(s) of whom a transcript is requested. Therefore, good cause 
appearing, 
IT HEREBY IS ORDERED that the NOTICE OF APPEAL be, 
SUSPENDED for Appellant's counsel to file an AMENDED NOTICE OF CROSS /\PPEAL in 
compliance \\'1th Idaho Appellate Rule 17(o)(8)(a), \Vith the District Court Clerk \Vithin fourteen 
(14) days from the date of this Order. In the event an AMENDED NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL 
is not filed, this appeal will proceed \vith the transcripts requested by Appellants' only. 
IT FURTH.ER IS ORDERED that this appeal is SUSPENDED until further 
DATED this _11_ day of January, 2013. 
cc: Counsel of Record 
District Court Clerk 
District Court Reporter 
For the Supreme Court 
Jan.2?. 20U ll::UAM Macomber Law ~LL\, 
Terri Boyd~Davis 
12738 N. Strahorn Road 
Hayden. ID 83835 
Telephone: 208-659-5967 
Email address: terdboyddavis@mac.com 
PlaintifflRespondent/Cross-Appellant in Pro Se 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, an individual 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant/ 
Respondent/Cross-Appellant, 
and 
BRIAN F. DA VIS, an individual; and 
JEAN L. COLEMAN, an individual, 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants/ 
Respondents, 
v. 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL 
BAKER. husband and wife, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants/ 
Appellants/Cross-Respondents, 
and 
MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; and 
DOES 1-50, inclusive, 
Defendants, 
and 
JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSONJ husband and wife, 
Defendants/Counterclaimants. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
1 
Supreme Court Docket No. 40438-2012 
Bonner County Docket No. CV201O~703 
AMENDED NOTICE OF CROSS 
APPEAL 
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TO: THE ABOVE NAMED CROSS~RESPONDENTS, TIMOTHY AND CAROL 
BAKER AND THEIR ATTORNEY, D. TOBY MCLAUGHLIN, BERG & 
MCLAUGHLIN, CHTD., 414 CHURCH STREET, SUITE 203, SANDPOINT, 
IDAHO, 83864, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named cross-appellant, Terri Boyd-Davis appeals against the 
above named cross-respondents to the Idaho Supreme Court from the PARTIAL 
JUDGMENT QUIETING TITLE IN DISPUTED PARCEL OF REAL PROPERTY TO 
PLAINTIFFS TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, BRIAN F, DA VIS AND JEAN L, COLEMAN, 
entered in the above-entitled action on the 29th day of November 2012, the Honorable 
District Judge Steve Verby presiding, 
2. That the party has a right to cross-appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and 
the judgment described in paragraph 1 above is an appealable judgment under and 
pursuant to Rule 1 l(a)(3) I.A.R. 
3. Cross"appellant intends to assert the following issues on appeal: 
a) Did the District Court en in finding that the plaintiffs had not 
proven their claims of a boundary by agreement? 
b) Did the District Court err in issuing a 54(b) certification on the 
Partial Judgment? 
4. a) Is additional reporter's transcript requested? YES 
Any additional transcript is to be provided in electronic format. 
b) The cross-appellant requests the preparation of the following 
portions of the reporter's transcript: 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 2 
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• The transcript of the hearing held on April 28, 2011 wherein the Court 
announced its Trial Decision along with its Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law. 
5. The cross-appellant requests the following_documents to be included in the 
clerk1s record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, I.A.R. and those 
designated by the appellant in the initial notice of appeal: 
a) Affidavit ofTeni Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for 
Leave of Court to File Amended Complaint, filed on January 25, 
2011; 
b) Plaintiffs Motion and Brief for Leave of Court to File Amended 
Complaint, filed on January 25, 2011; 
c) Defendants' Objection to Plaintiffs, Motion for a Third Amended 
Complaint, filed on January 28, 2011; 
d) Motion to Strike and Motion for Preliminary Injunction, filed on 
January 28, 2011; 
e) Memorandum Supporting Motion to Strike and Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction, filed on January 28, 2011; 
f) Affidavit of Toby McLaughlin in Support of Defendant's Motion 
for Preliminary Injunction, filed February 4, 2011; 
g) Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Defendants' Motion to 
Strike and Motion for Preliminary Injunction, filed February 8, 
2011; 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 3 
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h) Affidavit of Terri Boyd~Davis in Support of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-
Davis' Opposition to Defendants• Motion to Strike and Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction and in Support of Plaintiff's Motion to 
Amend Complaint, filed February 8, 201 1; 
i) Order for Signatures and Denying Preliminary Injunction, filed 
February 11, 2011; 
j) Order Granting Plaintiffs' Leave to Amend Their Second 
Amended Complaint to Include a Claim of Adverse Possession 
Under Written Claim of Title dated February 14, 2011; 
k) Amended Order Determining Liability and Order for Removal of 
Chain Link Fence, filed May 6, 2011; 
1) Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Opposition to Defendants' Motion for 
Reconsideration of Trial Decision and Motion for Clarification, 
filed June 29, 2011; 
m) Decision Re: Bakers' Motion for Clarification and 
Reconsideration, filed September 9, 2011; 
n) Motion for 54(b) Certification and Notice of Hearing, filed 
September 30, 2011; 
o) Memorandum in Support of Motion for 54(b) Certification, filed 
September 30, 2011; 
p) Plaintiffs' Opposition to Defendants' Motion for 54(b) 
Certification, filed November 28, 2011; 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 4 
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q) Affidavit of Brian F. Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Opposition to 
Defendants' Motion for 54(b) Certification, filed November 28, 
2011; 
r) Plaintiff Terri Boyd~Davis• Response to Defendants Bakers' 
Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment, filed December 28, 
2011; 
s) Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis1 Response to Defendant Bakers' 
Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' Proposed Judgment, 
filed January 30, 2012; 
t) Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Supplemental Brief re: Plaintiffs' 
Quiet Title Claims Under the Theory of Boundary by Agreement, 
filed April 30, 2012; 
u) Defendant Bakers' Post-Trial Brief, filed April 30, 2012; 
v) Notice of Submission of Survey, Legal Description, and Letter 
from Surveyor Robert Stratton, filed September 7, 2012; 
w) Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Motion for Reconsideration of 
Memorandum Decision re: Remaining Causes of Action in 
Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint and Objection to 54(b) 
Certification of Partial Judgment, filed September 26, 2012; and 
x) Supplemental Decision Re: Remaining Liability Causes of Action 
in Plaintiffs' Third Amended Complaint and Order Re: Plaintiff's 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 5 
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Motion for Reconsideration of Rule 54(b) Certificate, filed 
November 29, 2012. 
6. The cross-appellant requests the following documents, charts, or pictures 
offered or admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court in addition to 
those requested in the original notice of appeal. 
• Plaintiffs' Trial Exhibits: 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 27, 28, 35, 36, 39, 40, 
41, 45, 56, 52, 53, 57, 59, 60, 92 and 93. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this notice of cross-appeal and any request for additional 
transcripts have been served on the reporter. 
(b) That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
preparation of the reporter's transcript and any additional documents requested in the 
cross-appeal. 
( c) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to 
Rule 20. 
~X2 DATED this~ day of January 2013. 
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State of Idaho ) 
) SS. 
County of Kootenai ) 
Terri Boyd-Davis being sworn. deposes and says: 
That the party is the cross-appellant in the above-entitled cross-appeal and that all 
statements in this notice of cross-appeal are true and correct to the best of her knowledge 
and belief. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN before me on this~ay ofH-2013. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 7 
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Commission expires:;(/''-'/ 11 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing AMENDED NOTICE OF ~ 
CROSS APPEAL was served on the following in the manner indicated on this~ 
day of January 2013. 
Toby McLaughlin [ ] U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Berg & McLaughlin, Chtd. [ ] Hand Delivered 
414 Church Street, Ste 203 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 [)(] Facsimile: 208-263-7557 
Attorney for Appellants/Cross Respondents 
Timothy and Carol Baker 
Brian Davis 
12738 N. Strahom Rd. 
Hayden, ID 83835 
Respondent 
Jean Coleman 
2902 N. 5th Ave. 
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814 
Respondent 
Val Larson 
Bonner County Courthouse 
215 S, 1st Street 
Sandpoint, ID 83864 
Court Reporter 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 
[ ] 
k1 [ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
kl 
[ ] 
[ ] 
f4 
[ ] 
[ ] 
[ ] 
8 
1~33 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile: 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Facsimile: 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, ) SUPREME COURT NO. 40438-2012 
) 
Plaintiff-Counter Defendant- ) 
Respondent-Cross Appellant, ) 
and ) CLERKS CERTIFICATE 
) 
BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. ) 
COLEMAN, an individual, ) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counter Defendants- ) 
Respondents, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, ) 
husband and wife, ) 
) 
Defendant- Counter Claimants- ) 
Appellants-Cross Respondents, ) 
) 
And ) 
) 
MARY P ANDREA, an individual; ) 
JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; ) 
DOES 1-50, inclusive ) 
) 
Defendants, ) 
And ) 
) 
JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE ) 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife, ) 
) 
Defendants-Counter Claimants. ) 
Clerk's Certificate -1-
CLERKS CERTIFICATE 
I, Marie Scott, Clerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in 
and for the County of Bonner, do certify that the foregoing Record in this cause was 
compiled and bound under my direction and is a true, correct and complete Record of the 
pleadings and documents requested by Appellant Rule 28. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this day of May, 2013. 
MARIE SCOTT 
Clerk of the District Court 
Deputy Clerk 
Clerk's Certificate -2-
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, 
Plaintiff-Counter Defendant-
Respondent-Cross Appellant, 
and 
BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. 
COLEMAN, an individual, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Plaintiffs-Counter Defendants- ) 
Respondents, 
vs. 
) 
) 
) 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROLBAKER, ) 
husband and wife, ) 
) 
Defendant-Counter Claimants- ) 
Appellants-Cross Respondents, ) 
and 
MARY P ANDREA, an individual; 
JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
DOES 1-50, INCLUSIVE 
Defendants, 
and 
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I, Marie Scott, Oerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonner, do hereby certify that the following is offered as 
the Clerk's Exhibits on appeal: 
1979 Tucker Engineering Consultants Survey - Exhibit A 
1981 Tucker Engineering Consultants Survey - Exhibit B 
2007 Glahe & Associates Survey - Exhibit C 
Warranty Deed from Oark to Coleman executed on Oct. 17, 1966; 
instrument #108277 - Exhibit D 
Warranty Deed from Oark Estate to Gilbertson executed on Aug. 22, 1983 
and recorded on Sept. 1, 1983; instrument #274816 (D-9) - Exhibit E 
Warranty Deed from Oark to Coleman executed on Dec. 23, 1970, 
recorded on Dec. 23, 1970, instrument # 131005 (D-3) - Exhibit F 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C dated July 2, 1981 - Exhibit G 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C-1 dated July 2, 1981-Exhibit H 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track C-11 dated July 2, 1981 - Exhibit I 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' legal description for Jean Coleman 
track IV dated July 2, 1981 - Exhibit J 
Warranty deed from Johnson to Baker executed and recorded on June 1, 2007 
instrument #729995 (D-11) - Exhibit K 
Warranty deed from Clark to Gilbertson executed on Sept. 1, 1961 
Instrument #83117 (D-1) - Exhibit L 
Warranty deed from Clark to Johnson executed on July 27, 1970 and recorded 
on April 30, 1971; instrument #133008 (D-4) -Exhibit M 
Warranty deed from Clark to Johnson executed on Dec. 8, 1972 
and recorded on Dec. 8, 1972; instrument #145668 (D-5) -Exhibit N 
Warranty deed from Clark to Johnson executed on Sept. 3, 1971 
and recorded on April 4, 1976; instrument #156495 (D-6) - Exhibit 0 
Warranty deed McCoy to Johnson executed on June 15, 197 4 and 
recorded on June 15, 1974; instrument #173545 (D-7)-Exhibit P 
Warranty deed from Coleman to Bonner County executed on 
Sept. 22, 1980; instrument #233527 (D-8) - Exhibit Q 
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Warranty deed from Postak to Wiltse executed on Dec. 23, 1991 
and recorded on Dec. 30, 1991; instrument #399727 (D-10)- Exhibit R 
Letter dated Oct. 12, 1979 from Richard Tucker to A.C. Peck - Exhibit S 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' Survey diagram dated July 18, 1975 - Exhibit T 
Tucker Engineering consultants' Survey diagram dated Oct. 12, 1976- Exhibit U 
Letter dated June 9, 1981 from Philip Bloom to A.C. Peck - Exhibit V 
Tucker Engineering Consultants' Land Surveying Services Contract dated 
May 15, 1981- Exhibit W 
Section of 1979 Tucker Engineering Consultants' Survey with Mike Stewart's 
hand written notes - Exhibit X 
Letter dated July 10, 1977 from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker - Exhibit Y 
Letter dated July 14, 1977 from Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea - Exhibit Z 
Letter dated Nov. 19, 1976 from Richard Tucker to Bank of Idaho Exhibit AA 
Letter dated Nov. 10, 1976 from Mary Pandrea to Tucker Engineering - Exhibit BB 
Letter dated July 19, 1977 from A.C. Peck to Richard Tucker - Exhibit DD 
Letter dated May 22, 1979 from Richard Tucker to A.C. Peck- Exhibit EE 
Letter dated Feb. 8, 1978 from Richard Tucker to Mary Pandrea- Exhibit FF 
Letter dated Jan. 31, 1978 from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker- Exhibit GG 
Letter dated Oct. 12, 1979 from Richard tucker to A.C. Peck- Exhibit HH 
Letter from June 1, 1979 from A.C. Peck to Richard Tucker- Exhibit II 
Tucker Engineering consultants' Land Surveying Services Contract dated 
May 22, 1979 - Exhibit JJ 
Letter dated July 26, 1979 from A.C. Peck to Richard tucker with attached 
Easement - Exhibit KK 
Undated letter from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker - Exhibit LL 
Letter dated June 6, 1978 from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker - Exhibit MM 
Picture showing wooden fence, cabin and children - Exhibit NN 
Picture showing wooden fence and children - Exhibit 00 
Picture showing wooden post remnant - Exhibit PP 
Clifford and Joan Johnson property tax records 1972-2006 - Exhibit BBB 
Timothy and Carol Baker's property tax records 2000-2010 - Exhibit CCC 
Bonner County Assessor Map - Exhibit DDD 
Letter dated Jan. 26, 1976 from Jean Coleman to All Concerned - Exhibit EEE 
Letter dated Sept. 16, 1976 from Bank of Idaho to the Beneficiaries of Harry F. and 
Edith E. Clark Trust - Exhibit GGG 
Letter dated Sept. 4, 1975 from Bank of Idaho to Mary Pandrea - Exhibit III 
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Declaration of Trust with Quitclaim Deed and Statement of Registration of Trust 
(7 pages) - Exhibit JJJ 
Letter dated July 13, 1976 from James Hunt to Bank of Idaho Trust Department 
with attachments (9 pages) Exhibit KKK 
Bob Camp picture of fence and heavy equipment - Exhibit LLL 
Bob Camp picture of heavy equipment and fence in the distance - Exhibit MMM 
Deed from Wade H. Simpson to Harry F. Gark dated 8/12/1947 
No. #25111- Exhibit 1 
Warranty deed from Harry F. and Edith E. Clark to Jean L. Coleman 
dated 10/17 /1966, #108277 - Exhibit 2 
Warranty deed from Harry F. and Edith E. Clark to Jean Coleman 
dated 12/23/1970, #131005- Exhibit 3 
Warranty deed from Jean Coleman to Bonner County, Idaho 
dated 9/22/1980, #233527 - Exhibit4 
Quitclaim deed from Jean Coleman to Brian F. Davis and Terri Lynn Boyd-Davis 
dated 6/11/2009, #774089 - Exhibit 5 
Warranty deed from Harry F. & Edith E. Clark to Gifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 7 /27 /1970, #133008- Exhibit 6 
Warranty deed from Harry F. & Edith E. Gark to Gifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 9/3/1971, #156495-Exhibit 7 
Warranty Deed from Harry F. & Edith E. Clark to Clifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 12/8/1972, #145668 - Exhibit 8 
Warranty deed from Donald & Ethel McCoy to Gifford A. & Joan A. Johnson 
dated 6/15/1974, #173545- Exhibit 9 
Warranty deed from Clifford A & Joan A. Johnson to Timothy & Carol Baker 
dated 6/01/2007, #729995- Exhibit 10 
Warranty deed from Harry F. and Edith E. Gark to James & Nellie Gilbertson 
dated 12/1/1961, #83117 - Exhibit 11 
Warranty deed from Bank of Idaho (in trust) to James & Nellie Gilbertson 
dated 8/22/1983, #274816- Exhibit 12 
Survey for Harry Clark Estates dated 7 /3/1979, #223083 - Exhibit 13 
Survey for Jean L. Coleman & Gark Estate dated 6/26/1981, #249090- Exhibit 14 
Record of Survey for Tim Baker dated 11/26/2007, #741564 - Exhibit 15 
Stratton Land Services, Inc. Expert Report dated 12/21/2010- Exhibit 16 
Letter from Mary Pandrea to Richard Tucker dated 7 /10/1977 - Exhibit 17 
Letter from Richard Tucker to Bank of Idaho dated 10/12/1979- Exhibit 18 
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Letter from Philip Bloom to Bank of Idaho dated 6/9/1981 - Exhibit 19 
Land Surveying Services Contract between Bank of Idaho Trustee and 
Tucker Engineering Consultants dated 5/15/1981- Exhibit 20 
Legal Descriptions - Jean Coleman, including Tract C-1, C-11, and IV 
dated 7 /2/1981- Exhibit 21 
Copy of Coleman Warranty Deed with hand-written comments - Exhibit 22 
Copy of hand-drawn unrecorded survey of Richard Tucker - Exhibit 23 
Copy of hand-drawn preliminary survey - Exhibit 24 
Record of Survey for Tim Baker superimposed over satellite photo of 
property - Exhibit 26 
Glahe & Associates Invoice #5273 to Tim Baker dated 12/6/2007 - Exhibit 27 
Right-of-Way Easement from Jean Coleman to Northern Lights, Inc. 
dated 5/6/1993-Exhibit 28 
2009 aerial photograph of subject property - Exhibit 29 
2004 aerial photograph of subject property - Exhibit 30 
1998 aerial photograph of subject property - Exhibit 31 
Historical photos of 1970s - Exhibit 34 
Photos 2000s defendants' use of property - Exhibit 35 
Photos 2000s plaintiffs' use of property- Exhibit 36 
Photos re fence evidence - Exhibit 39 
Photos re road on disputed property - Exhibit 40 
Photos re embankment- Exhibit 41 
Bonner County Assessment Records on Coleman Property 
dated 1996-2010- Exhibit42 
Tax bills and receipts for Coleman property for years 1993-2010- Exhibit43 
Bob Kamps photos 1990s - Exhibit 45 
Clifford & Joan Johnson personal records of tax payments on property - Exhibit 51 
Real estate purchase and sale agreement between Johnson's & Baker's 
dated 4/13/2007 - Exhibit 52 
RE-11 addendum #2 between Johnson's & Baker's dated 4/30/2007 - Exhibit 53 
Letter from Nathan Olsen to Rex Finney dated 7 /21/2008-Exhibit 56 
Letter from Stephen Smith to Rex Finney dated 6/10/2009- Exhibit 57 
Agreement between Johnsons and Bakers dated July 2009 - Exhibit 59 
Affidavit of Clifford and Joan Johnson dated 11/3 / 2009 - Exhibit 60 
Letter from Bonner County Assessor to Terri Boyd-Davis with enclosures 
dated 2/28/2011- Exhibit 80 
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Bonner County Real Property Valuation Records on Coleman Property 
dated from 1977-2010- Exhibit 81 
Copy of parcel map from Bonner County Assessor's office - Exhibit 82 
Drawing of los in TN59N, R2W, Section 11 - Exhibit 83 
Valuation Summary Sheet from Bonner county Assessor of Coleman 
Property dated 3/ 4/2011 - Exhibit 84 
Valuation Summary Sheet from Bonner county Assessor of Baker Property 
dated 4/3/2011-Exhibit 85 
Tax Transaction Details from years 2000-2010 provided by Bonner County 
Assessor on Coleman Property - Exhibit 86 
Tax bills/ receipts from 2001-2010 provided by Bonner County 
Assessor on Coleman Property - Exhibit 89 
Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson dated march 9, 2009 - Exhibit 92 
Affidavit of Mary Pandrea dated 4/23/2009- Exhibit 93 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis, filed May 7, 2010 
Letter from Toby McLaughlin, filed May 7, 2010 
Letter from Terry Boyd-Davis, filed June 7, 2010 
Exhibit List, filed September 10, 2010 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel 
Responses to Plaintiffs' First Set of Requests for Admissions, 
Interrogatories, and Requests for Production of Documents 
to Defendants Timothy Baker and Nellie Gilbertson, 
filed November 3, 2010 
Amended Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion 
for Leave to Amend Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint to Include a 
Claim for an Award of Punitive Damages, filed November 24, 2010 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Discovery, 
filed December 1, 2010 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Leave to Amend 
Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint to Include a Claim for an Award 
of Punitive Damages, filed December 1, 2010 
Affidavit of Stephanie allen in support of Defendants Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for leave to Amend Plaintiff's First 
Amended Complaint to Include a Oaim for Punitive Damages, 
filed December 1, 2010 
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Plaintiffs' Memorandum in Support of Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, filed December 8, 2010 
Exhibit List, filed December 8, 2010 
Affidavit of Toby McLaughlin in Opposition to Plaintiff's 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed December 22, 2010 
Affidavit of Dori Tucker in Support of Defendants' Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed December 22, 2010 
Affidavit of Ronald Self in Support of Defendants Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, 
filed December 22, 2010 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment, filed December 22, 2010 
Affidavit of Cheryl Piehl in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment, filed December 29, 2010 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Verby, filed January 7, 2011 
Defendant's Expert Witness Disclosure, filed January 26, 2011 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis' in Support of Plaintiff's Opposition 
to Defendants' Motion for Protective Order, filed February 15, 2011 
Letter from John Pandrea, filed February 15, 2011 
First Amended Defendants' Expert Witness Disclosure, filed March 1, 2011 
Plaintiffs' Witness List, filed March 14, 2011 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Application for Entry of 
Default of Defendant John Pandrea, filed March 14, 2011 
Defendants' Exhibit List, filed March 14, 2011 
Defendant's Witness List, filed March 14, 2011 
Defendant's First Amended Exhibit List, filed March 18, 2011 
Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' Trial Brief, filed March 21, 2011 
Plaintiffs' Amended Exhibit List, filed March 21, 2011 
Plaintiffs' Second Amended Exhibit List, filed March 28, 2011 
Defendant's Second Amended Exhibit List, filed March 29, 2011 
Augmentation of Brief, filed April 11, 2011 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis to Judge Yerby, filed May 6, 2011 
Written request from Mary Pandrea, filed June 24, 2011 
Written request from Gilbertsons, filed June 24, 2011 
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Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support of Motion and memorandum 
to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens, 
filed November 4, 2011 
Affidavit of Toby McLauglin in Support of Motion and Memorandum 
to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release Lis Pendens, filed 
November 10, 2011 
Amended Affidavit of Nellie Gilbertson in Support of Motion and 
Memorandum to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Release 
Lis Pendens, filed November 10, 2011 
Motion and Memorandum to Enforce Settlement Agreement and 
Release Lis Pendens, filed November 10, 2011 
Affidavit of Terri Boyd-Davis in Support of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis' 
Opposition to Defendants Gilbertsons' Motion to Enforce Settlement 
Agreement and Release Lis Pendens, filed December 9, 2011 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis, filed January 6, 2011 
Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to File Opposition to 
Defendant Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment, filed January 23, 2012 
Notice of Intention of Plaintiff Terri Boyd-Davis to File Opposition to 
Defendant Bakers' Supplemental Brief to Objection to Plaintiffs' 
Proposed Judgment, filed January 23, 2012 
Letter from Terri Boyd-Davis, filed August 7, 2012 
Notice of Submission of Survey, Legal Description, and Letter from 
Surveyor Robert Stratton, filed September 7, 2012 
Defendant Bakers' Response to Plaintiff Boyd-Davis' Motion for 
Reconsideration and objection, filed October 10, 2012 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court this day of May, 2013. 
Marie Scott 
Clerk of the District Court 
DeputyOerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF BONNER 
TERRI BOYD-DA VIS, 
Plaintiff-Counter Defendant-
Respondent-Cross Appellant, 
and 
BRIAN F. DA VIS and JEAN L. 
COLEMAN, an individual, 
Plaintiffs-Counter Defendants-
Respondents, 
VS. 
TIMOTHY BAKER and CAROL BAKER, 
husband and wife, 
Defendant- Counter Oaimants-
Appellants-Cross Respondents, 
And 
MARY PANDREA, an individual; 
JOHN P ANDREA, an individual; 
DOES 1-50, inclusive 
Defendants, 
And 
JAMES GILBERTSON and NELLIE 
GILBERTSON, husband and wife, 
Defendants-Counter Claimants. 
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CLERKS CERTIFICATE 
OF SERVICE 
I, Marie Scott, Oerk of the District Court of the First Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Bonner, do hereby certify that I have personally served or 
mailed, by U.S. Postal Service, one copy of the CLERK'S RECORD to each of the Attorneys of 
Record in this cause as follows: 
MS. TERRI BOYD-DA VIS 
12738 N. STRAHORN ROAD 
HAYDEN, ID 83835 
PLAINTIFF IN PRO SE 
MR. D. TOBY MCLAUGHLIN 
414 CHURCH STREET, STE 203 
SANDPOINT, ID 83864 
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Clerk of the District Court 
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